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The  Liberal  Record 

F£CTS  BRIEFLY  STATED 


The  last  seven  years  under 
Liberal  Rule  have  been  marked 
by  unprecedented  progress  and 
prosperity. 

Never  were  the  farmers  so 
well  to  do,  so  happy  and  so 
comfortable. 

Never  were  manufacturers  so 
busy. 

Never  were  working  men  so 
much  in  demand. 

Never  did  they  get  better 
wages. 

Never  did  Canada  bulk  so 
largely  in  the  eyes  of  the  world. 

Greater  progress  all  round 
has  been  made  in  the  past 
seven  years  than  during  the 
previous   eighteen  years. 


3 
THE  TARIFF. 

The  Liberal  Government  revised,  reformed 
and  reduced  the  Tariff. 

In  1896  the  average  duty  paid  on  all  good's" 
imported  was  $18.28  per  $100,  whereas  last 
year  only  $15.88  was  paid. 

If  the  average  duties  imposed  during  the 
Conservative  administration  of  18  years  had 
been  imposed  during  the  last  seven  years,  ove$ 
30  million  dollars  more  money  would  have 
been  collected  from  the  people. 

Manufacturers  were  assisted  by  material  re- 
'ductions  in  duties  on  iron  and  steel  and  otheij 
raw  materials. 

The  farmer  got  Free  Binder  Twine,  Indian] 
Corn,  Barbed  and  other  Fencing  Wire  Cream 
Separators,  etc.,  substantial  reductions  in  his 
favor  were  also  ma*de  on  many  agricultural  im- 
plements, on  Hardware,  Woollens,  Cottons, 
Linens,  Glassware,  Hats,  Caps,  Furs  and  on 
many  other  staple  commodities- 

A  substantial  preference  was  granted, to 
Great  Britain.  Direct  result,  British  imports 
iwhich  formerly  detkried  greatly,  have  doubled 
—and  our  exports  nave  also  largely  increased* 

Canada  led  the  way  in  Imperial  Preferential 
Trade — South  Africa  has  followed  suit  New, 
^Zealand  has  promised  to  do  so ;  Australia  may; 
act  likewise — and  it  is  possible  that  Great 
"Britain  may  also  revise  her  trade  faith  and' 
adopt  the  principle, 

Mark  it  well,  if  ever  we  get  a  preference  in 
the  British  Market  for  our  food  products,  it 
jwill  be  the  direct  fruit  and  result  of  the  Cana- 
dian Liberal  Government's  preferential  Tariff. 

Chamberlain  has  put  our  preference,  witli 


our  offer  to  increase  its  value,  before  the  Brit- 
ish people,  and  asked  them  to  reciprocate. 

rA  surtax  was  placed  on  German  products  in! 
retaliation  for  Germany  discriminating  against 
us  because  we  favoured  our  Mother  Land. 

The  Preferential  Tariff  has  been  offered  toi 
South  Africa  in  exchange  for  their  preference, 

THE  FINANCES. 

During  the  seven  years  the  Liberals  have 
been  in  power  the  Government  only  added 
6V2  million  dollars  to  the  public  debt — whereas 
the  Conservatives  in  their  last  seven  years 
added  21  millions. 

The  Conservatives  added  to  the  debt  at  the 
rate  of  6%  millions  a  year  for  18  years. 

The  Liberals  added  less  than  one  million  dol- 
lars a  year  for  7  years. 

In  1896,  the  public  debt  per  head  of  the  pop- 
trlation  was  $50.96 — to-day  it  is  $47.97 — a  re- 
duction of  $3.00. 

It  should  be  noted  here  that  in  the  foregoing 
calculations  as  to  the  puMic  debt,  no  credit  is 
taken  or  allowance  madefor  a  reduction  of  the 
debt  last  year  to  the  amount, $3,305,243,  which 
was  due  to  a  re-adjustment  of  the  provincial 
accounts.  If  that  amount  be  included  the  ac- 
tual increase  of  debt  under  Liberal  rule  was 
only  3  million — and  the  per  capita  debt  is 
$3.59  less  than  in  1896. 

Though  they  increased  the  debt  at  a  mucfi 
Smaller  rate  than  the  Conservatives,  the  Lib- 
eral Government  in  the  last  seven  years  spent 
65  millions  on  capital  accottnt  for  beneficial 
public  works,  as  against  37  millions  spent  by; 
the  Conservatives  during  the  last  sexeij  yeajrgi 
they  were  in  office*  . 


The  Liberals  spent  nearly  twice  as  much  as 
the  former  Government,  for  the  present  and 
future  good  of  the  whole  people,  yet  added 
much  less  to  the  public  debt. 

Out  of  the  37  millions  spent  on  capital  by 
the  Conservatives  between  1889  and  1896 — 21 
millions  were  provided  by  additions  to  the 
idebt. 

The  Liberals  between  1896  and  1903  spent 
65  millions  on  capital — yet  only  added  6lA  mil- 
lions to  the  debt. 

The  ordinary  revenue  exceeded  the  ordinary 
expenditure  in  the  7  years  of  Liberal  Govern- 
ment, by  41  millions.  During  the  previous  7 
years  the  excess  revenue  was  only  2  millions, 

•Deficits  to  the  amount  of  $5,694,759  were  re- 
corded during  the  last  three  years  of  Conser- 
vative Government. 

Surpluses  to  the  amount  of  27  millions  were 
Tecorded  for  the  three  years  1901-02  and  '03. 

The  revenue  increased  from  36  "to  66  mil- 
lions between  1896  and  1903 — as  compared 
with  a  reduction  of  2  millions  during  the  pre- 
vious 7  years. 

The  increased  revenue  was  obtained  without 
adding  to  the  burdens  of  the  people;  on  the 
contrary  taxation  has  been  lowered.  Custom 
duties  are  on  the  average  13  per  cent  less  than 
they  were — postage  rates  for  home  letters  and 
U.  S.  letters  are  one-  third  less,  and  for  British! 
letters  over  one-half  less. 

It  is  true  the  ordinary  expenditure  has  been] 
largely  increased.  No  apology  is  offered  and 
none  is  necessary.  Rather  is  it  confidently  be- 
lieved that  the  financial  record  is  worthy  of 
approval    and    commendation.    The    Govern-* 


xiient  kept  pace  with  the  progress  of  the  coun- 
try. 

(You  cannot  fairly  compare  Canadian  expen- 
diture of  to-day  with  that  of  7  years  ago,  with- 
out making  allowance  for  the  tremendous  ad- 
yancement  the  country  has  made. 

In  addition  to  all  this  immense  portions  o£ 
Jhe  West  and  the  Yukon  have  been  opened  up. 

As  a  business  man's  expenses  increase  witH 
the  growth  of  his  business — so  do  a  nation's. 

Ample  return  has  been  received  for  every 
dollar  expended. 

Do  not  pass  judgment  on  expenditures  in 
the  gross  without  scrutinizing  the  details. 

Through  the  efforts  of  the  Government  the 
country's  securities  were  placed  by  the  British 
Government  on  the  highly  favored  Trustee 
List  in  Great  Britain,  which  comprises  only, 
the  most  gilt  edged  investments — such  as  Brit- 
ish Consols. 

Progress  of  the  Country. 

Kindly  look  at  this  table,  and  note  the  strik- 
ing and  astounding  contrast. 

Increase   for  18  Increase  for  7 

years   under  Con-  years  under  UK> 

serva'Lives,  1896,  e-rals.  1903,  com< 

connpared  with  pared    with. 

1878.  1866. 

Total    foreign    trade  66  millions    228  millions! 
Total  exports  of  Can- 
adian produce   ....  42  "          104  " 
Bank     circulation   ...  20  *            47  " 

Bank   distcounts 101  "  181  " 

Deposits  in  Banks  ..165  "  215  " 

Assets   of   Banks....  140  "  325  " 

Railway  tonnage,  tons  16  "  tons   23  a 

Letters  posted        No.  72  "  No.  118  " 
Exports    Canadian 

manufactures..^..^    £,  *  n  *, 


Here  we  see  much  greater  progress  all  round 
in  the  last  seven  years  than  during  the  pre-* 
vious  18  years. 

TRANSPORTATION. 

The  Intercolonial  Railway  was  extended 
from  Levis  to  Montreal. 

The  construction  of  the  Crow's  Nest  Pass — ' 
thereby  developing  the  Kootenay  District — • 
was  secured  by  means  of  a  subsidy.  It  was 
moreover  a  part  of  the  bargain  with  the  C.  P. 
R.  that  they  would  substantially  reduce  freight 
rates  to  the  farmers  of  Manitoba  and  the  West. 

When  the  Government  took  office  they  found 
that  at  the  rate  of  progress  that  had  been  made 
under  Conservative  administrations  the  St. 
Lawrence  Canal  system  would  not  be  com- 
pleted for  at  least  ten  years.  Recognizing  the 
importance  of  the  work  in  the  interests  of  the 
country,  and  particularly  of  the  Great  North- 
iWest,  the  Government  determined  to  rush  it 
to  completion.  This  was  done  and  by  1900  a 
clear  channel  of  14  feet  was  available  from  the 
Great  Lakes  to  Ocean  ports  in  Eastern  Canada. 

In  addition  to  the  speedy  completion  of  the 
canal  system  the  Government  has  pursued  a 
most  vigorous  policy  with  the  object  of  cheap- 
ening and  facilitating  transport  between  the 
.Great  North-West  and  the  Atlantic  seaboard. 

Special  and  energetic  attention  was  directed 
[towards  improving  conditions  of 

(1)  The  harbors  on  Lake  Superior  where 
the  western  grain  is  delivered  bv  rail- 
ways and  transhipped. 

J2)  The  harbors  for  transhipment  in  On- 
tario. 
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X$)  The  lines  of  route  between  Ontario  and 
Montreal. 

{4)  The  harbors  for  receiving,  storing  and 
shipment  for  ocean  voyages. 

£5)  The  ship  channel  between  Montreal  and 
Quebec  to  the  sea. 

f(6)  The  Telegraph  system. 

Canal  Tolls  and  Steamboat  tonnage  dues 
[were  abolished  last  season. 

Aids  to  navigation  in  the  shape  o?  Light 
(Houses,  Range  Lights,  Fog  Horns  and  Alarms, 
and  light  ships  were  provided  at  hundreds  of 
places. 

The  ship  channel  from  Montreal  to  Sorel  was 
lighted  at  night  during  a  portion  of  the  past 
season  of  navigation. 

New  Steamship  services  were  arranged  for 
as  follows  : — 

St.  John  N.B.,  to  Glasgow,    Belfast    and 
Dublin. 

Montreal  and  Quebec  in  summer  to  Man- 
chester. 

Halifax  and  St.  John  in  winter  to  Man- 
chester. 

Atlantic  ports  to  France. 

Atlantic  ports  to  South  Africa. 

'Ships  built  outside  the  British  Empire  were 
excluded  from  Canadian  coasting  trade  unless 
upon  payment  of  25  per  cent  of  their  yalue  for) 
a  license. 


Railway  subsidies,  which  formerly  were  a) 
gift  are  now  given  on  condition  that  the  rail- 
way companies  shall  perform  service  by  way] 
of  carrying  the  mails  to  the  extent  of  a  fain 
annual  interest  on  the  amount  of  the  subsidies. 
A  policy  also  of  guaranteeing  the  bonds  of 
'Railway  Companies  has  been  adopted  and  in 
this  way  railroads  are  built  without  real  cost 
to  the  Government. 

Discrimination  in  freight  rates  of  Canadian 
'Railways  in  favour  of  the  Standard  Oil  Com- 
pany, was  stopped — and  a  schedule  arranged 
providing  for  equal  treatment  to  all  shippers. 

The  new  Railway  Act  passed  last  Session 
gives  the  people  greater  control  over  railways, 
removes  substantial  grievances  of  farmers  in 
respect  of  fences,  gates,  cattle  guards,  and 
fires,  and  gives  assurance  of  fairer  and  more 
uniform  treatment  to  shippers  generally. 

A  Board  of  Railway  Commissioners  is  to  be 
substituted  for  the  Railway  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council. 

A  Commission  has  been  named  to  study] 
transportation  problems,  and  advise  the  Gov- 
ernment thereon. 

T 

The  construction  of  the  Grand  Trunk  Pa* 
tific  has  been  arranged  for. 

IMMIGRATION. 


fA  vigorous  immigration  policy  has  been  pur- 
sued with  magnificent  results.  The  Great 
North-West  is  now  being  rapidly  peopled.  The 
eyes  of  the  world  are  directed  towards  Canada; 
'During  the  last  five  years  313  thousand  immi- 
grants came  to  the  country ;  compare  this  with] 
(113  thousand  during  the  lajj  fiy_e  year^  of  Con- 
servative policy;. 
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Homestead  entries  between  1896  and  1903 — ■ 
totalled  75,530,  or  13,000  more  than  for  the 
whole  18  years  of  Conservative  administration. 

Land  sales  viz.  by  Railway  Companies  in 
North-West  : 

4  years  4  years 

1892  to  1896     1899  to  1903 
Acres  ............     41 1,608  7,700,212 

Value  ........ $1,144,530        $26,632,130 

When  the  C.P.R.  in  1902  applied  to  Parlia- 
ment for  an  increase  in  capital  stock,  the  Qpv- 
ernment  authorized  the  increase  in  order  that 
the  needs  of  the  country  might  be  met,  but 
specified  how  all  the  money  should  be  spent, 
and  compelled  the  C.P.R.^to  agree  to  the  im- 
mediate submission  of  a  test  case  to  the  courts 
to  ascertain  whether  the  term  of  exemption  of 
the  C.  P.  R.  from  Government  control  of  its 
freight  rates  had  expired.  The  case  is  before 
the  courts. 

The  Government  has  entered  test  cases  on 
behalf  of  municipalities  to  ascertain  when  the 
C.P.R.  term  of  exemption  "from  taxation  ter- 
minates. 

The  Government  secured  the  release  of 
millions  of  acres  of  odd-numbered  sections  of 
(and  in  the  West  ifrom  railway  control  and  de- 
cided that  the  homesteader  is  to  have  prece- 
dence in  the  purchase  of  this  land. 

•The  Government  has  relieved  the  lands  of 
the  farmers  who  acted  as  bondsmen  for  neigh- 
bors, from  seed-grain  liability. 

Land  regulations  have  been  simplified/  and 
in  a  host  of  other  ways  settlement  has  beeni 
made  more  easy. 

The  arable  lands  of  the  Dominion  have  beeal 


ir 

held  for  the  actual  settlers;  not  an  acre  has 
been  disposed  of  to  speculators. 

Agricultural  Interests* 

The  Government  secured  the  abolition  of 
Quarantine  on  Canadian  Cattle  exported  to 
United  States.  Result—A  fine  market  for, 
young  Canadian  stockers,  and  greatly  increas- 
ed sales  thereof. 

Mechanical  Cold  Storage  facilities  were  de- 
veloped and  perfected.  Result — Increased) 
sales  of  Butter,  Cheese,  Fruits,  etc. 

A  live  stock  commissioner  was  appointed  to> 
promote  and  foster  the  live  stock  interests  of 
the  country. 

Creameries  were  successfully  established  in 
the  North-West. 

A  new  division  was  created  in  the  Agricul- 
tural Commissioner's  Branch  for  the  extension) 
of  foreign  markets,  under  which  officers  are  de- 
tailed to  supervise  the  loading  of  our  agricul- 
tural exports  at  Canadian  ports  and  the  re- 
ception of  them  in  British  ports,  resulting  in) 
great  improvement  in  the  handling  and  the 
storage  during  transport. 

The  poultry  trade  has  been  greatly  stimu- 
lated by  improving  the  methods  of  fattening 
poultry  and  packing  it  for  market,  and  also  by; 
improving  the  methods  of  transporting  eggs. 

The  Fruit  Marks  Act  was  passed  resulting 
in  greatly  improving  the  packing  of  our  fruits, 
and  highly  complimentary  reports  from  Brit- 
ish markets  of  the  improvements  in  Can- 
adian fruit,  and  higher  prices  obtained. 

The  Butter  Act  was  passed  providing  foe 
absolute   prohibition   of   import,   manufactu^ 
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or  sale  of  spurious  butters  in  Canada-  A  de- 
finition of  the  grades  of  butter  is  hereby  es- 
tablished which  safeguards  the  reputation  of, 
and  trade  in  Canada  on  butter. 

A   new  'division,   for  the   investigation   .... 
the  sale  of  agricultural  seeds  and  improving 
of  their  quality,  has  been  established. 

The  tobacco  growing  industry  was  stimu- 
lated. 

Provision  was  made  for  efficient  inspection 
of  Binder  Twine  in  the  interest  of  the  Farming 
community. 

POSTAL  REFORMS. 

Postage  rates  were  .substantially  reduced 
thereby  effecting  a  saving  of  about  a  million 
'dollars  per  annum  to  the  people. 

Many  Postal  Reforms  were  instituted  such5 
as  Decentralization  of  Dead  Letter  Branch — - 
adoption  of  Postal  Note  system — and  special 
delivery  system. 


: 


The  Post  Office  Department  which  in  Con 
Servative  days  had  annual  deficits  amounting. 
to  yi  of  a  million  dollars,  has  been  made  self 
sustaining.     Last  year  a   surplus  of  $292,702 
was  recorded — notwithstanding  reduced  post 
age  rates. 

In  his  Budget'  speecK  of  1896  the  Conserva- 
tive Finance  Minister,  Hon.  George  E.  Foster, 
spoke  as  follows  : 



"  There  is  now  a  deficit  of  somewhere  near 
$800,000,  between  the  total  receipts  and 
total  expenditures  of  our  Postal  service  ; 
and  tltts,  I  fear,  makes  the  time  somewhat 
'distant  when  what  otherwise  might  be 
fairly  asked  for  can  be  granted — that  is,  * 


*3 

reduction  upon  the  rates  of  postage  in  this 
country." 

Sir  William  Mulock  was  largely  instrumental 
in  bringing  about  Penny  postage  within  the 
Empire. 

GENERAL  ACTS. 

Law  and  order  were  established  in  our  new 
territory — the  Yukon  District — without  cost, 
comparatively  speaking,  to  the  older  Districts, 

A  Telegraph  line  was  constructed  to  the 
(Yukon. 

A  system  of  Cold  Storage  was  adopted  for 
the  preservation  of  bait  for  the  fishermen  of 
the  Maritime  Provinces. 

Fair  wages  to  labor  on  Government  con- 
tracts and  works  aided  by  Dominion  Govern- 
ment funds,  were  provided  for. 

An  inspector  of  binder  twine  has  been  ap- 
pointed and  the  farmer  is  protected  from  hav- 
ing short  twine  sold  to  him.  275,000  pounds 
of  short  and  bad  twine  were  sent  back  in  the 
summer  of  1903,  to  American  and  other  manu- 
facturers owing  to  the  activity  of  the  inspector 
and  many  fines  were  imposed. 

The  sweating  system  on  Government  con- 
tracts was  abolished. 

A  Department  of  Labor  was  established. 

A  "Labor  Gazette"  was  instituted,  and  is" 
published  monthly. 

!An  Act  was  passed  providing  for  tfie  adop- 
tion of  conciliatory  methods  in  the  settlement 
of  labor  disputes — and  machinery  was  provid- 
ed to  give  effect  to  it.  Result — many  big  strikes' 
iwhich  threatened  to  be  serious  w^ere  amicably) 
Bn'd  speedily  settled„ 


-Trade  .  Commissioners    were    appointed    i 
Great  Britain,  South  Africa,  Japan  and  France 

t  A  trade  with  the  British  West  Indies  was 
stimulated  by  extending  the  preferential  tariff 
to  them. 

Financial  assistance  was  given  towards  con- 
struction of  Pacific  Cable  which  is  now  in  oper- 
ation. 

The  prepayment  of  Canadian  Custom  duties 
in  Great  Britain  was  arranged  for. 

Monthly  returns  of  imports  and  exports  have 
been  published  since  1900.     Formerly  trade  re- 
turns   were   published    annually — and   the   in- 
formation was  too  ancient  at  time  of  publica 
tion  to  be  of  practical  business  value. 

Iron  and  steel  industries  and  silver  lead  min- 
ing were  aided  by  means  of  bounties. 

Machinery  for  Beet  Sugar  factories  and 
placer  mining  was'  placed  on  the  Free  List. 

An  assay  office  was  established  in  Vancou- 
ver. 

Acting  upon  the  strong  representations  from 
our  Government,  the  Imperial  Government 
placed  large  orders  aggregating  millions  of 
dollars  in  Canada  for  military  supplies  during 
the  progress  of  the  Transvaal  war. 

Magnificent  exhibitions  of  the  country's  re- 
sources were  under  the  direction  of  the  Gov- 
ernment, made  at  Paris,  Glasgow,  Buffalo, 
Wolverhampton,  Cork  and  Japan.  No  ex- 
pense was  spared — and  the  Exhibits  redounded 
greatly  to  our  benefit. 

Substantial  financial  assistance  was  in  1903 
given  towards  the  Dominion  Industrial  Exhibi- 
tion, Toronto. 
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The  Dominion  Government  Marine  has 
been  strengthened  in  the  last  few  years  by  the 
addition  of  a  number  of  first  class  boats.- 

Combinations  in  restraint  of  trade  were 
checked  by  reducing  duties. 

The  Militia  has  been  greatly  strengthened 
and  improved. 

The  cumbrous  Franchise  Act  was  repealed, 
and  an  improved  ballot  and  other  means  were 
adopted  to  ensure  an  honest  casting  and  count- 
ing of  the  vote,  and  thus  prevent  the  repetition 
of  such  disgraceful  and  deplorable  tactics  as 
the  Manitoba  and  other  election  frauds  of  1896 
under  Conservative  rule. 

The  iniquitous  Gerrymander  was  wiped  out, 
and  a  fair  redistribution  of  seats  was  made  by 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons.  Jus- 
tice and  fairness  were  substituted  for  gross  in- 
justice. 

The  Civil  Service  Superannuation  Act  was 
abolished  as  respects  new  appointments  after 
July  1st,  1898. 

The  tax  on  Chinese  Immigrants  was  raised 
from  $100  to  $500  per  head. 

Substantial  financial  assistance  was  given  to- 
wards improving  and  beautifying  Ottawa,  the 
Capital  City  of  the  Dominion. 

By  the  sending  of  the  Canadian  troops  to 
South  Africa  and  the  visits  of  Sir  Wilfrid 
Laurier  to  Great  Britain  and  Europe  in  1897 
and  1902  in  connection  with  the  Jubilee  of  her 
late  Majesty  Queen  Victoria  and  the  Corona- 
tion of  King  Edward  VII,  Canada  was  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  world  more  prominently; 
than  ever  before. 


(MR.  ELECTOR, 

WHAT  DO  YOU  THINK  OF  IT  ALL  t 

Does  the  record  not  inspire  you  with  the 
greatest  confidence  in  the  Government  ? 

Are  you  not  proud  of  the  progress  our  com- 
mon country  has  made  ? 

Looking  at  the  matter  fairly  and  squarely 
and  without  political  bias  is  it  not  your  candid 
opinion  that  the  Government  are  justly  entitled 
to  a  large  measure  of  credit  and  a  renewal  o£ 
public  confidence  ? 

Could  the  wonderful  development  of  the  last 
seven  years  have  taken  place  under  a  bad 
policy  ? 

Pttawa,  Nov.  15,  1903. 
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MEMO  :    Supplementary  to  Poli- 
tical Pointers  No.  2. 


Since  this  pamphlet  was  published,  an- 
other fiscal  year  has  closed.  The  returns 
as  to  the  finances  of  the  country  for  that 
year  have  not  yet  been  completed,  but  the 
Hon.  W.  S.  Fielding,  Minister  of  Finance, 
in  his  last  Budget  Speech,  was  able,  from 
data  in  his  possession,  to  make  very  close 
estimates  of  the  figures.  He  estimated  that 
for  the  fiscal  year  ended  June  30th,  1904, 
there  would  be  a  surplus  of  revenue  over 
ordinary  expenditure  to  the  amount  of 
$16,500,000 — by  far  the  largest  surplus  in 
the  history  of  the  country,  and  that  after  de- 
ducting  the  Capital  Account  expenditure. 
there  would  be  left  the  sum  of  about 
$7,500,000,  to  apply  towards  the 
reduction  of  the  Public  Debt. 

He  further  stated  his  anticipations  were, 
that  when  the  figures  for  the  year  were 
completed,  they  would  show  that  the 
Liberal  Government  during  their  eight 
years  administration  have  not  increased 
the  Public  Debt  One  Dollar,  whereas, 
during  the  eighteen  years  the  Conserva- 
tives were  in  power,  they  increased 
the  Debt  by  the  enormous  sum  of 
$118,000,000. 

Mr.  Fielding  ako  estimated  the  Public 
Debt,  per  head  of  the  population,  at  $46.31. 
on  the  30th  June,  1904,  as  compared  with 
$50.61  on  the  30th  June,  1896,  which  was 
the  last  year  of  Conservative  rule. 
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Wise  Expenditure  is  True  Economy" 


THE  NEW  CANADA 


Speech  of  Hon.  W.  S.  Fielding 

.'    it 

Minister  of  Finance, 

House  of  Commons,  August  3,   1904. 


"The  lesser  sum  our  predecessors  expended 
was  extravagance,  because  they  did  hot  have  it  to 
expend;  the  larger  sum  we  have  expended  is  econ- 
omy, because  we  have  lived  within  our  means." 


THE  NEW  CANADA. 


Hon.  W.  S.  Fielding  (Minister  of  Finance).  Mr.  Speaker,  I  better*  it  was 
Abraham  Lincoln  who  was  credited  with  the  well  known  observation  thai  you 
may  fool  all  the  people  some  of  the  time,  that  you  may  fool  some  of  the  people 
ail  the  time,  but  that  you  cannot  fool  all  the  people  all  the  time.  It  occurs  to 
me  that  that  which  Mr.  Lincoln  regarded  as  impossible  is  what  my  mon.  friends 
opposite  undertake  in  these  annual  motions  with  respect  to  the  public  expendi- 
tures.  Tear  after  year  we  go  through  this  proceeding,  which,  so  far  as  hon. 
gentlemen  are  concerned,  I  might  almost  describe,  without  using  the  word  in  an 
ofiensive  sens*,  as  farcical.  Each  succeeding  year,  at  the  same  period  near  the 
tod  of  the  session,  some  hon.  gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  under- 
takes to  present  a  dreadful  picture  of  the  financial  condition  of  tkis  country. 
He  rolls  up  ail  the  possible  votes  he  can  find,  he  searches  the  estimates,  the 
statutes,  the  railway  subsidies  and  everything  of  this  kind,  he  rolls  them  up 
krto  one  tremendous  whole,  he  puts  them  up  before  the  public  eye,  and  be  says : 
"  See  these  vast  expenditures  that  the  country  is  being  committed  so,  see  how 
extravagant  and  reckless  the  government  of  this  country  is,  see  how  the  finances 
of  the  country  are  going  to  the  dogs  !" 

Prediction  vs.  Reality. 

The  hon.  gentleman  who  formerly  led  the  opposition,  and  who  it  now  no 
longer  a  member  of  this  House,  Sir  Charles  Tupper,  began  this  poliuy  in  the 
year  1896,  before  this  government  were  well  settled  in  their  seats,  by  present- 
ing a  picture  of  the  dreadful  prospect  in  store  for  this  country  at  the  hands  of 
a  Liberal  administration,  a  picture  of  reckless  financing,  of  ruin  to  the  public 
credit  and  of  destruction  to  the  financial  reputation  of  the  country.  Bach  year, 
towards  the  close  of  the  session  some  hon.  gentleman  on  the  other  side  of  the 
House  repeats  something  like  the  same  story,  adding  these  extraordinary 
statements  as  to  the  expenditures  that  are  about  to  be  made,  and  calling  upon 
the  country  to  witness  that  this  Dominion  of  Canada  is  in  a  dreadful  position 
in  regard  to  its  finances,  or  will  be  at  the  time  at  which  the  current  year  shall 
end.  But  as  each  year  rolls  around,  as  the  end  of  the  year  is  reached,  as  stock 
is  taken  and  as  the  accounts  are  closed,  these  hon.  gentlemen  are  brought  face 
to  face  with  the  very  gratifying  fact  that  the  finances  of  Canada  have  been 
flourishing  to  a  greater  degree  than  at  any  previous  period  in  our  history.  And 
then,  as  the  session  rolls  on,  and  we  reach  the  last  week,  again  we  have  the 
same  old  story  repeated,  the  same  magnified  account  of  the  position  which  the 
governmemt  are  in,  and  the  same  dire  predictions  of  all  that  is  going  to  happen 
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to  the  debt  «f  this  country.     I  do  them  justice  to  say  that  after  a  very  short 
time  they  became  ashamed  of  it  and  it  is  never  mentioned  now. 

Oh  no,  they  nerer  mention  it, 
Its  name  is  never  heard. 

As  a  substitute  for  it  we  had  our  hon.  friends  recently  declaring  that  they 
would  build  the  whole  of  this  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  as  a  government  work.  A» 
a  government  work  it  would  probably  cost  a  great  deal  of  money  and  my  hon. 
friends  can  hardly  make  a  reputation  for  economy  by  declaring  that  they  want 
to  build  the  Grand  Trunk  Pacific  as  a  government  work. 

Expenditure  Reduced  in  1903. 

My  kon.  friend  (Mr.  Bell)  who  has  moved  this  motion  has  constantly  spoken 
about  the  enormous  increase  of  the  expenditure.  He  says  that  from  year  to 
year  the  expenditure  is  increasing.  Well  it  would  not  be  a  remarkable  condi- 
tion in  a  country  like  Canada  if  the  expenditure  did  always  increase.  But  as 
a  matter  of  fact  my  hon.  friend  is  not  correct  In  the  last  blue-books  which 
have  been  placed  on  the  table  of  this  House  with  regard  to  the  public  expen- 
diture we  find  that  in  1902,  our  gross  expenditure  of  all  classes  aggregated 
$68,970,799,  and  in  1903  our  gross  expenditure  of  all  classes  aggregated 
$61,746,591 .  Thus,  according  to  the  public  accounts  of  the  last  year  that  have 
been  laid  before  the  House,  there  was  in  that  year  not  an  increase  of  expenditure 
but  a  decrease  in  expenditure  to  the  extent  of  $2,224,228. 

Prediction  vs.  Reality. 

My  hon.  friend  referred  last  year  to  these  enormous  estimates  and  he  pro- 
posed to  treat  them  all  as  something  coming  on  us  immediately  and  he  made 
them  out — I  was  going  to  say  about  two  hundred  millions,  but  he  has  gone  a 
little  better  to-day  in  his  figures  and  says  $250,000,000.  That  was  the  tremen- 
dous bill  of  fare  he  offered,  the  dreadful  alarm  he  sounded  a  year  ago,  before 
the  intelligent  people  of  this  country.  What  must  be  their  astonishment  when 
they  find  that  the  year  has  ended  and  although  the  accounts  are  not  finally 
made  up  to  the  last  cent,  I  have  been  able  to  announce  that  instead  of  spending 
the  enormous  sum  of  $250,000,000, or  anything  like  it,  the  actual  expenditure 
for  the  year  was  $66,000,000.  My  hon.  friend  tried  to  scare  the  life  out  of  the 
people  last  year  with  his  dreadful  story  of  a  probable  expenditure  of  $250,000,000. 
My  hon.  friend  may  say  that  he  never  said  it  was  all  going  to  be  spent  in  one 
year,  but  he  was  not  very  particular  to  explain  that,  and  I  think  that  many 
who  heard  him  or  read  that  speech  would  conclude  it  was  proposed  to  spend 
$200,000,000  or  $250,000,000  in  one  year.  These  expenditures  to  which  my 
hon.  friend  refers  covered  a  number  of  years.  Take  for  example  the  expenditure 
for  railway  subsidies.  Some  of  these  appropriations  are  not  expended  at  all. 
In  many  eases  the  companies  are  not  able  to  do  the  work  promptly  and  there 
is  delay.     Occasionally  they  have  not  been  able  to  do  the  work  at  all,  and  the 


appropriation*  kave  lapsed.  But  in  the  meantime  they  are  placed  on  tha 
statute-book*.  Mj  hon.  friends  make  the  most  of  them  as  a  large  and  alarming 
expenditara. 

Revenue  and  Taxation, 

Now  it  in  worth  while  bearing  in  mind  that  the  large  revenue  which  we 
are  constantly  enjoying  is  not  received  entirely  from  taxes.  My  hon.  friend,  of 
course,  is  aware  that  we  receive  besides  what  are  called  taxes,  thai  is  the  cus- 
toms and  excise  duties,  very  considerable  sums  from  other  sources,  and  it  is  an 
interesting  fact  that  the  proportion  of  our  revenue  which  we  are  taking  from 
the  people  to-day  by  way  of  taxes  is  smaller  than  it  was  a  few  years  ago.  In 
1890  the  taxes  collected  were  79.21  per  cent,  of  the  revenue*  In  1896  the 
taxes  were  75.81  of  the  revenue.  In  1903,  the  last  year  for  which  we  have 
exact  figures,  the  taxes  were  74.22  per  cent,  of  the  revenue,  which  goes  to  show 
that  our  large  expenditures  are  leading  to  large  returns  in  other  branches 
which  are  not  to  be  regarded  as  taxation.  That  which  we  receive  from  the  post 
office  and  railways  and  public  works  is  not,  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the  word, 
taxation,  but  payments  for  services  rendered,  and  the  figures  show  that  we  are 
getting  a  larger  percentage  of  our  revenues  from  these  other  somraes  than  our 
predecessors  obtained. 

No  Increase  of  Burden  of  Taxation. 

Then  it  ia  not  for  a  moment  to  be  presumed  that  increased  amount  of  tax- 
ation means  an  increased  burden  on  the  people,  or  an  evidence  that  the  country 
is  suffering  any  serious  disadvantage.  An  increase  in  the  rate  of  taxation 
would  be  a  burden  to  the  people,  but  the  fatal  error  of  the  figures  of  my  hon. 
friend  is  that  he  deals  only  with  the  amount  of  the  taxation  of  the  country. 
If  the  people  were  poor,  as  in  1895-6,  if  they  were  not  able  to  buy  the  goods 
which  they  desire,  the  amount  of  taxation  that  would  be  paid  would  be  much 
lower  than  it  is  now.  But  the  enlarged  taxation  to  which  he  refers,  that  is  the 
enlargement  of  the  volume  of  taxation  or  the  amount  of  revenue  collected,  is 
one  of  the  evidences  of  the  growth  and  progress  and  prosperity  of  this  country. 
Up  to  a  certain  point  a  man  is  obliged  to  pay  taxes.  A  man  must  up  to  the 
point  of  a  reasonable  living  expense,  pay  the  taxes  on  the  things  he  consumes, 
but  when  you  pass  that  point,  which  I  suppose  is  not  the  same  with  different 
people,  one  man's  needs  not  being  the  same  as  another's,  the  man  becomes  his 
own  assessor ;  he  taxes  himself  pretty  much  as  he  wishes.  He  then  elects  out  of 
his  greater  prosperity  to  buy  many  things  which  he  otherwise  would  not  buy. 
He  indulges  in  greater  comforts,  in  luxuries,  and  he  does  this  with  the  know- 
ledge that  he  must  contribute  to  the  revenue  of  the  country.  Now  since  he  it 
kis  own  assessor,  the  increased  taxes  he  pays,  instead  of  being  evidence  of  his 
enduring  a  burden,  is  one  of  the  evidences  of  his  greater  prosperity  and  hig 
better  position  as  a  citizen  of  this  Dominion. 
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Which   Was  the  Better  Year? 

My  hon.  friend  said  that  under  the  late  government  the  tendency  was 
towards  a  reduction  of  taxation,  by  which,  as  he  explained,  he  meant  that  the 
rate  of  taxation  per  head  was  falling  under  the  late  government,  and  as  he 
described  it  that  was  a  very  happy  position.  The  country  according  to  his 
view  would  be  most  happy  when  the  rate  of  taxation  collected  per  head  was 
lowest.  In  1889,  the  rate  of  taxation  as  he  computes  it,  per  head  of  population, 
that  is  the  revenue  collected  from  customs,  was  $5.01.  In  1895,  it  had  fallen 
to  $3.50  per  head.  According  to  the  argument  of  my  hon.  friend  that  should 
have  been  a  happy  and  prosperous  year  for  Canada  in  1895,  because  the  taxa- 
tion of  the  people  for  customs  fell  from  $5.01  in  1889  to  $3.50  in  1895.  That 
was  the  happy  year  for  Canada  if  my  hon.  friend's  theory  is  correct.  In  1896 
the  figures  were  a  shade  higher,  $3.90.  In  1904,  the  revenue  collected  from 
customs,  as  far  as  we  can  compute  at  present,  is  about  $7.40  per  head.  My 
hon.  friend  treats  that  increase  of  taxation  of  $3.50  per  head  in  1895  to  $7.40 
per  head  in  1904  as  a  great  evil  of  the  country.  Which  year  would  Canada 
most  gladly  have,  the  year  1895  with  a  taxation  collected  of  $3.50  per  head,  or 
the  year  1904  with  a  taxation  of  $7.40  per  head  ? 

A  Fallacy  Exposed. 

My  hon.  friend  must  see  that  his  whole  argument  is  fallacious  to  the  last 
degree. 

The  condition  of  prosperity  which  he  describes  would  be  a  condition  of 
adversity,  a  condition  of  distress.  Will  any  reasonable  man  say  that  the  con- 
dition of  Canada  in  1895,  when  the  people  paid  only  $3.50  per  head,  was  as 
good  for  all  purposes — as  good  for  the  present,  as  good  for  the  people,  as  good 
for  the  future  making  of  this  country — as  the  year  1904,  when  we  confess  that 
we  collected  $7.40  per  head  ?  That  is  the  argument  that  runs  all  through  my 
hon.  friend's  speech.  He  claims  that  the  increased  amount  paid  by  the  people 
is  an  evidence  of  burden.  I  deny  that,  and  I  say  that  the  increased  taxation 
which  the  people  have  paid  is  one  of  the  evidences  of  their  prosperity  ;  and,  far 
from  regretting  it,  we  should  rejoice  that  the  people  have  not  fallen  back  into 
the  dark  days  of  1895,  when  they  were  only  able  to  pay  $3.50  per  head. 

Taxation  and  Debt. 

There  is  another  view  of  the  matter  which  I  would  like  to  present.  My 
hon.  friend  points  out  that  the  taxation  per  head  collected  by  the  late  govern- 
ment was. less  than  that  which  we  have  collected.  We  frankly  admit  that  that 
is  so,  and  we  have  given  some  reasons  for  it.  But  there  is  another  reason  thai 
might  be  given.  If  we  had  pursued  the  same  policy  as  the  late  government  im 
a  very  important  matter,  we  might  have  got  along  with  less  money.  The  latt 
government  collected  less  money  per  head,  but  plunged  the  country  into  a  heavy 
debt.     They  added  enormously  to  the  public  debt  of  the  country,  and  left  that 


as  a  burden  on  posterity.  We  have  not  done  that.  To  the  best  of  our  knowledge 
and  belief,  we  have  not  added  one  dollar  to  the  public  debt  of  Canada.  The 
figures  given  in  the  Budget  speech  are  not  final ;  but,  so  far  as  we  can  judge  at 
present,  we  believe  it  will  be  found  at  the  close  of  the  year,  when  the  accounts 
are  made  up,  and  the  record  of  our  eight  years  is  completed,  that  substantially 
there  has  been  no  addition  to  the  public  debt — that  if  there  is  any,  it  will  be  a 
mere  trifle.  Is  it  fair  to  compare  the  record  of  a  government  which  out  of  its 
revenues  carries  on  enormous  public  works  and  pays  its  way,  with  the  record 
of  a  government  which  took  less  taxes  from  the  people,  but  put  a  burden  of 
debt  upon  them  which  will  last  as  long  as  grass  grows  and  water  runs  ?  If  the 
Conservative  government  had  paid  their  way,  they  would  have  increased  the 
taxation  enormously.  I  do  not  say  they  should  have  imposed  enough  taxes  to 
pay  their  way ;  perhaps  they  were  wise  in  not  doing  it.  But  they  must  not 
make  it  a  virtue  that  they  did  not  increase  the  taxation  when  what  they  did 
was  to  add  largely  to  the  public  debt  of  the  country. 

This  government,  they  say,  have  spent  money  lavishly.  We  admit  that  we 
have  spent  liberally.  On  railway  subsidies,  on  public  works,  on  civil  govern- 
ment, in  every  department  of  a  great  and  growing  country,  there  has  been  and 
necessarily  must  be  some  increase.  It  would  be  a  rare  thing  if  you  could  carry 
on  the  government  of  a  country  in  these  days  of  progress  without  some  increase 
of  expenditure  in  the  various  departments.  We  have  spent  money  on  railways, 
on  canals,  on  great  public  works ;  we  have  paid  the  cost  of  sending  the  boys  to 
South  Africa ;  we  have  paid  every  ordinary  expenditure,  every  special  expen- 
diture, every  capital  expenditure,  bounties,  railway  subsidies, — everything  that 
could  be  gathered  into  the  net — and  paid  it  all  out  of  those  taxes  which  my 
hon.  friend  talks  about ;  and  we  come  out  at  the  end  of  the  eight  years  with 
the  record  that  whereas  in  1896  the  net  public  debt  of  the  country  stood  at 
$50.61  per  head,  if  our  anticipations  of  last  year's  operations  prove  to  be  correct, 
as  we  know  they  substantially  will,  we  shall  stand  with  a  debt  of  $46.31  per 
head.  So  I  have  shown  that  the  increased  taxation  to  which  my  hon.  friend 
refers  is  simply  the  increased  volume  of  money  which,  as  my  hon.  friend  the 
Minister  of  Customs  said  on  one  occasion,  is  generously  offered  by  a  grateful 
public,  which  steps  up  to  the  custom  house  and  asks  the  Minister  of  Customs  to 
be  good  enough  to  receive  this  money  and  apply  it  to  the  public  affairs  of  this 
Dominion. 

Tariff  Reductions. 

But,  Sir,  the  total  volume  of  the  taxation  is  of  no  value  for  the  purpose  of 
comparison  in  the  manner  in  which  it  has  been  used  by  my  hon.  friend, 
because,  as  I  have  endeavored  to  show,  far  from  being  an  evil,  it  is  one  of  the 
evidences  of  our  prosperity.  But  we  may,  with  great  propriety,  consider  what 
the  rate  of  taxation  has  been  ;  and  there  we  are  able  to  meet  my  hon.  friend. 
With  the  exception  of  one  or  two  items,  which  are  chiefly,  if  not  wholly,  articles 
of  luxury,  we  have  reduced  the  taxation  all  along  the  line.     The  hon.  gentle- 
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man  may  search  all  the  items  of  our  tariff  with  his  microscope,  and  he  will  find 
that  the  items  in  which  there  has  been  any  increase  of  duty  are  very  few,  and^ 
chiefly  articles  of  luxury,  while  there  has  been  a  large  reduction  in  the  rate* 
of  duty  on  articles  generally.  Sometimes  hon.  gentlemen  have  charged  us  with 
not  reducing  the  rates  of  duty,  and  we  had  to  go  over  the  tariff  item  by  item 
and  show  the  large  reductions  we  had  made .  But  let  us  take  the  total.  In 
1896,  when  this  government  came  into  office,  the  customs  duties  collected  on 
dutiable  goods  amounted  to  an  average  of  29.942  per  cent,  whereas  in  1908, 
the  last  year  for  which  the  figures  are  complete,  the  customs  duties  on  dutiable 
goods  amounted  to  an  average  of  27.064  per  cent.,  a  reduction  of  nearly 
3   per  ceni 

Mr.  Clancy. — That  includes  the  preference  ? 

ri^2Mr.  Fielding. — The  rates  of  duty  actually  paid  by  the  people,  no  matter 
where  the  goods  came  from.  Taking  the  total  imports  the  average  rate  of  duty 
paid  in  the  year  1896  was  19.109  per  cent,  and  the  average  rate  in  1903  wag 
16.468  per  cent,  or  a  reduction  of  over  2 J  per  cent. ;  and  yet  my  hon.  friend 
would  convey  the  impression  that  this  government  has  increased  the  taxation 
of  the  country.  The  rates  of  taxation  have  not  been  increased ;  they  have  been 
reduced  \  but  the  people,  owing^to  their  greater  prosperty,  have  been  able  to 
buy  much  more  largely  than  before,  and  as  a  consequence  they  have  cheerfully 
paid  more  money  into  the  general  treasury,  even  at  the  lower  rates. 

The  Sugar  Duties. 

My  hon.  friend  said  that  the  late  government,  feeling  that  they  had  more 
money  than  they  needed,  had  reduced  the  duty  on  sugar.  The  late  government 
never  had  more  money  than  they  needed.  If  they  had  they  would  have  applied 
it  to  paying  the  current  expenditure  instead  of  adding  J$6,500,000  per  annum 
to  the  debt  of  the  country.  My  hon.  friend  said  the  late  government  had  made 
sugar  free.     There  never  was  free  sugar  under  the  late  government. 

Mr.  Bell. — I  never  said  they  made  sugar  free.  In  fact,  I  gave  the  figure* 
of  the  duties  they  collected  on  sugar  in  those  years.  I  said  they  had  reduced 
the  duty  on  sugar. 

Mr.  Fielding. — I  think  my  hon.  friend  said  that  they  had  taken  the  duties  off 
sugar.  My  hon.  friend  probably  said  a  little  more  than  he  meant,  because  as  a 
matter  of  fact  they  did  not  take  the  duty  off  sugar.  They  took  the  duty  off 
raw  sugar,  and  left  the  duty  on  refined  sugar,  which  is  the  sugar  the  people  use. 
That  duty  was  reduced,  but  it  is  a  mistake  to  say  that  the  late  government  took 
the  duty  off  sugar,  or  that  the  duty  is  higher  to-day  than  it  was  under  the  late 
government.  This  government  has  made  a  change  in  the  sugar  duties,  and  it 
has  made  that  change  for  two  purposes.  One  purpose  was  to  change  the  scale 
so  that  instead  of  a  flat  rate  on  all  classes  of  refined,  irrespective  of  quality,  the 
duty  should  vary  and  operate  the  same  as  an  ad  volorem  duty.  Therefore  we 
adopted  what  is  called  the    polariscopic    test,  whereby  the  rate  of  duty  varies 
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according  to  the  streDgth  of  the  sugar,  and  that  is  regarded  as  the  most  scientific 
method  of  levying  the  tax.  Then  we  made  a  change  for  the  purpose  of  grant- 
ing a  preference  to  the  British  West  Indies,  and  for  a  time  there  was  an  increase 
in  the  duties  levied  on  sugar.  But  I  am  advised  by  the  customs  officials — 
although  the  figures  are  not  in  a  condition  to  use  in  any  volume — tkat  while  in 
1896  the  duty  on  refined  sugar  was  $1.14  per  hundred  pounds,  the  reftirus  of 
last  year  will  show  that  the  people  are  only  paying  $1.1 1J  per  hundred'  pounds. 
So  that  we  have  actually  reduced  the  duty  on  sugar  and  »ot  increased  it.  To 
prevent  any  misunderstanding,  let  me  say  that  I  am  now  speaking  of  the  duty 
on  refined  sugar.  But  raw  sugar  is  not  used  by  our  people.  There  was  a  time, 
even  in  my  memory,  when  the  brown  sugar  of  the  West  Indies  was  largely  used 
by  the  people,  but  that  time  passed  away  to  a  large  extent  even  before  the 
present  government  came  into  power  ;  and  with  a  better  condition  of  the  people, 
with  the  people  getting  higher  wages  than  before,  they  do  not  use  the  West 
India  sugar  in  its  raw  condition,  and  even  the  poorer  classes  consume  very 
largely  the  products  of  our  Canadian  refineries.  Therefore,  so  far  as  the 
consumer  is  concerned,  we  need  not  bother  about  the  duty  on  raw  sugar  The 
refiner  has  to  look  after  "that.  And  on  the  refined  sugar  the  duty  now  is  $1.11  J 
per  hundred  pounds  as  compared  with  $1.14  per  hundred  pounds  in  1896. 

The  Duties  on  Tobacco. 

My  hon.  friend  had  something  to  say  about  tobacco.  He  wanted  to  know 
what  my  constituents  were  going  to  say  about  the  increased  duty  on  that  article. 
Well,  my  constituents  have  spoken  on  that  subject.  There  was  no  question 
more  discussed  in  the  last  election  campaign  than  the  duty  on  tobacco.  We  had 
to  acknowledge  there  was  an  increase,  but  we  went  to  the  people  and  explained 
that  there  are  things  more  important  than  the  duty  on  tobacco,  and  that 
although  there  was  an  increase  in  that  duty,  the  increase  was  imposed  in  part 
for  the  purpose  of  guarding  against  any  loss  in  revenue  arising  from  the 
changes  we  were  making  in  the  tariff,  and  also  for  the  purpose  of  encouraging 
an  important  industry  in  Canada.  And  I  am  glad  to  say  that  Canadian  tobacco 
is  being  more  largely  us-^d  by  our  people  and  they  are  beginning  to  appreciate 
it  more  than  they  cfid  before.  I  was  able  to  show  to  the  people  of  that  section, 
as  I  would  to  any  other  section  of  intelligent  people,  that  the  duty  on  tobacco 
was  only  one  item,  and  that  if  they  would  look  over  the  whole  list  thpy  would 
see  that  the  policy  of  the  government  actually  decreased  the  taxation  of  the 
people.  And  should  I  have  the  occasion  to  go  down  and  discuss  the  question 
with  the  people  of  my  constituency,  and  should  I  happen  to  be  asked  why  we 
put  an  increased  duty  on  tobacco,  I  could  very  well  reply :  You  can  well  afford 
to  pay  an  increased  duty  on  tobacco  because  of  the  many  things  this  govern- 
ment have  done  for  the  people,  and  no  better  evidence  can  be  found  of  what 
this  government  have  done  than  in  Nova  Scotia  and  in  my  own  constituency. 
I  might  say  to  them  that  whereas  from  year  to  year  in  the  time  of  the  late 
government,  they  sought  in  vain  the  conveniences  of  railway  communication 
which  were  to  be  found  in  most  parts  of  the  Dominion,  whereas  in  those  days 
these  two  counties  by  the  sea  shore  had  no  railways,  all  that  is  changed.  We 
can  go  now  to  a  part  of  that?  constituency  by  railway  and  the  day  is  clese  at 
hand  when  the  two  counties  will  have  a  railway  running  through  them.  And 
if  there  is  no  more  serious  charge  against  the  government  than  the  increased 
duty  on  tobacco,  I  will  be  able  to  show  in  that  as  well  as  other  parts  of  the 
Dominion,  by  the  general  record  of  our  adminstration,  that  the  condition  of  the 
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people  has  been  improved,  that  higher  wages  are  paid  the  labouring  classes, 
that  progress  is  made  on  every  side,  and  all  this  will  more  than  counterbalance 
that  increase  of  duty. 

Opposition  Advocate  Increased  Taxes  on  Tobacco. 

But  my  hon.  friends  opposite  have  saved  us  the  trouble  of  meeting  that 
charge.  Only  a  few  days  ago  they  brought  forward  and  voted  for  a  resolution 
asking  that  the  duty  on  tobacco  be  increased.  After  these  hon.  gentlemen  had 
gone  down  into  the  fishing  sections  and  denounced  the  government  for  its 
policy  on  the  tobacco  question,  after  they  had  denounced  it  for  increasing  the 
duty,  we  had  the  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  coming  forward 
with  a  motion  declaring  that  the  protection  we  are  giving  Canadian  tobacco  is 
not  large  enough,  and  that  the  duty  on  foreign  tobacco  should  be  increased. 

Mr.  F.  D.  Monk. — This  is  the  second  time  my  hon.  friend  has  misrepre- 
sented me.  I  advocated  last  year  an  expenditure  for  the  sending  of  an  expedi- 
tion to  the  North  Pole,  and  at  the  same  time  I  advocated  reducing  the  grant  of 
$1,000,000  for  importing  useless  immigrants  into  this  country,  spreading  disease 
and  making  competition  to  our  working  men.  In  the  second  place,  I  advocated 
a  change  of  the  duties  upon  tobacco.  I  advocated  an  'increase  of  the  custom 
duties  and  a  reduction  of  the  excise  duties,  which  would  simply  change  the 
nature  of  the  burden  and  develop  a  patriotic  industry.  But  developing  a 
a  patriotic  industry  is  something  my  hon.  friend  does  not  understand. 

Mr.  Fielding. — I  do  not  know  that  my  hon.  friend  is  the  embodiment  of 
patriotism,  or  that  he  is  so  regarded  by  the  hon.  gentlemen  with  whom  he 
associates.  We  need  not,  however,  get  into  a  discussion  on  that  point.  I  am 
content  to  take  his  statement,  that  he  was  advocating  an  increase  of  the  customs 
duties  on  tobacco. 

Mr.  Monk. — And  a  reduction  of  excise. 

Mr.  Fielding. — It  is  not  the  excise  on  Canadian  tobacco  that  my  hon. 
friends  opposite  have  been  denouncing  in  the  maritime  province,  but  the  in- 
creased duty  on  foreign  tobacco.  And  my  hon.  friend  advocated  an  increase 
in  that  customs  duty. 

Mr.  Monk. — And  a  reduction  of  the  excise. 

Mr.  Fielding.— Exactly.  But  we  are  not  discussing  the  excise.  The  excise 
duty  is  not  discussed  among  our  fishermen.  When  the  hon.  gentleman's  friends 
go  down  by  the  sea  and  denounce  the  government  on  this  tobacco  question, 
what  they  complain  of  is  the  injrease  in  the  customs  duty.  It  does  not  always 
help  us  to  be  able  to  show  that  we  are  building  up  a  Canadian  industry  and 
that  there  is  a  better  quality  of  Canadian  tobacco  now  being  produced.  These 
hon.  gentlemen  opposite  will  not  give  us  credit  for  that,  but  complain  of  our 
increase  of  the  customs  duties.  We  advise  our  people  to  use  the  Canadian 
tobacco,  and  I  am  glad  to  say  they  are  using  it  largely,  but  many  of  them  do 
not  like  it.  The  complaint  of  our  opponents  has  been  that  we  ha  Ye  increased 
the  duty  on  the  foreign  article. 

Mr.  Monk. — I  want  the  excise  to  be  diminished,  so  that  the  Canadian  article 
will  be  cheaper. 

Mr,  Fielding.— I  am  not  objecting  to  any  encouragement  given  the  Canadian 
tobacco  industry.     That  industry  has  received  more  encouragement  under  this 
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government  than  it  ever  did  from  hon.  gentlemen  opposite,  and  the  Canadian 
tobacco  industry  is  developing  in  a  way  it  never  did  before.  While  it  was 
depending  on  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  it  made  but  small  progress. 

*      Opposition   Taxation   Policy. 

These  hon.  gentlemen  complain  of  taxation,  but  is  not  their  whole  policy  to 
increase  the  burdens  of  the  country  ?  Is  not  that  their  policy  when  they  advo- 
cate increased  protection  ?  Is  there  anybody  so  foolish  as  to  deny  that  increased 
protection  means  increaeed^  taxation  ?  It  may  mean  increased  taxation  and 
increased  revenue,  or  it  may  mean  increased  taxation,  not  for  the  benefit  of  the 
revenue,  but  for  the  benefit  of  the  manufacturers.  But  in  either  case  it  means 
increased  taxation. i  How  these  hon.  gentlemen  can  call  us  to  account  for  in- 
creased taxation  under  the  circumstances,  is  something  I  cannot  understand. 

In  dealing  with  the  expenditure  my  hon.  friend  spoke  of  the  increased  cost 
of  the  census.  Well,  that  has  been  fully  discussed  already,  and  I  do  not  think 
it  would  be  wise  to  occupy  much  time  with  it.  The  hon.  Minister  of  Agricul- 
ture (Mr.  Fisher)  who  has  charge  of  that  department,  has  entered  very  fully 
into  that  question,  and  has  shown  how  the  census  which  has  recently  been 
taken  differs  in  character  from  the  census  of  the  previous  period.  He  has 
shown  that  the  volume  of  information  is  much  larger  and  that  there  was 
necessarily  an  increase  of  expenditure.  That  has  been  fully  explained,  and  I 
will  not  dwell  upon  it.  My  hon.  friend  referred  to  expenditures  on  public 
works.  But  I  would  remind  him  that  while  he  denounced  these  expenditures 
generally,  it  is  seldom  indeed  that  he  or  his  friends  can  be  found  to  challenge 
any  particular  item  of  expenditure  and  move  to  strike  it  out. 

Causes  of  Increased  Expenditure. 

Now,  what  are  the  other  branches  in  which  there  has  been  an  increase  ? 
For,  of  course,  we  admit  that  there  has  been  a  great  increase.  But  many  of 
these  increases  are  only  in  appearance.  Some  of  them  are  only  cross- entries 
and  so  mere  matters  of  book-keeping,  while  some  bring  back  revenues  vastly  in 
excess  of  the  increase  of  expenditure.  For  instance,  we  increased  the  payment 
for  sinking  fund  by  $565,000  in  1903  as  compared  with  1896.  But  that  is 
money  which  simply  passes  from  one  pocket  to  the  other.  It  comes  from  the 
ordinary  revenue  and  goes  into  investment.  On  Railways  and  Canals  charge- 
able to  collection,  the  increase  in  1903,  as  compared  with  1896,  was  $3,395,000. 
That  swells  the  total  expenditure  on  which  hon.  gentlemen  dwell  so  strongly. 
But  they  forget  to  say  there  has  been  an  increase  of  revenue  on  this  account  of 
$3,334,000,  so  that  the  actual  increase  on  that  account  is  not  very  great.  We 
have  expended  on  quarantines,  as  my  hon.  friend  said,  more  than  our  prede- 
cessors. But  I  am  satisfied  that  the  government  would  not  be  condemned  for 
that  by  members  of  the  House  who  understand  the  matter.  Why,  we  have 
heard  some  hon.  members  in  this  House  complain  because  we  have  not  shown 
greater  diligence,  because  we  have  not  made  a  larger  organization  to  prevent 
the  bringing  in  of  diseased  immigrants  and  other  persons.  The  hon.  member 
for  Jacques  Cartier  (Mr.  Monk)  has  this  moment  said  that  he  advocated  a  re- 
duction on  the  expenditure  of  immigration.  I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  about 
that  in  a  moment.  But,  if  immigrants  and  other  persons  are  to  come  into  our 
country,  there  must  be  proper  arrangements  for  the  protection  of  the  public 
health  by  means  of  quarantine.  I  do  not  think  that  any  one  who  understands 
the  question  will  complain  of  the  government  on  that  score. 


f  " 

Opening  of  the  Yukon. 

We  have  expended  a  large  sum  on  the  Yukon ;  no  such  sum  was  expended 
by  the  late  govenment.  This  expenditure  of  ours  in  the  Yukon  is  added  to  the 
othor  expenditures  to  swell  the  total.  But  these  hon.  gentlemen  who  dwell 
upon  that  increased  expenditure  always  forget  to  tell  us  that  for  every  dollar  we 
have  spent  on  the  Yukon  praotically  we  have  got  a  dollar  back.  In  fact  to  a 
recent  date  we  have  made  money  upon  the  Yukon.  I  do  not  recollect  what  is 
shown  by  the  more  recent  statements,  but ,  I  believe  that,  except  for  some 
expenditures  on  capital  account,  the  Yukon  has  returned  every  dollar  that  has 
been  spent  upon  it.  So,  while  hon.  gentlemen  try  to  make  this  expenditure  a 
means  of  alarming  the  country,  we  have  made  it  the  means  of  opening  up  and 
developing  a  territory  that  was  unknown  to  them  when  they  were  in  power. 

Encouragement  of  the  Fisheries. 

We  have  expended  more  on  fisheries.  As  between  1896  and  1903,,  there 
has  been  an  increase  of  about  $100,000.  Are  we  to  be  condemned  for  that  ? 
Have  we  not  heard  hon.  gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  this  House,  during  this 
very  session,  express  the  opinion  that  larger  expenditures  should  be  made  upon 
fisheries,  that  experiments  and  investigations  should  be  carried  on  in  order  to 
enable  us  te  develop  and  utilise  the  fisheries  of  British  Columbia  and  the 
maritime  provinces  ?  Where  is  the  member  of  this  House  who  will  vote  to  re- 
duce the  expenditure  devoted  to  the  development  of  the  fishing  industry  of 
this  country. 

Profitable  Expenditure. 

We  have  increased  the  expenditure  on  customs  by  $332,69#  in  1903  as 
compared  with  1896.  But  that  increased  expenditure  represents  the  cost  of 
collecting  an  increased  revenue  amounting  to  no  less  than  $17,168,44T.  Does 
anybody  expect  that  we  are  to  collect  a  revenue  of  $37,000,000  in  customs  in 
1903  for  the  same  amount  that  was  expended  in  collecting  a  revenue  of 
$19,000,000  in  1896  ?  We  have  increased  to  a  small  extent  the  expenditure  on 
excise.  The  expenditure  in  1903  was  $8,114  more  than  that  of  1896.  But  the 
receipts  during  that  time  have  increased  to  the  extent  of  $4,08f ,? T3.  Does 
anybody  mean  to  say  that  you  are  going  to  collect  $12,000,000  in  1903,  as 
against  $7,900,000  in  1896,  and  yet  add  nothing  to  the  expenses  of  collection  ? 
We  have  increased  the  expenditure  on  post  offices  between  1896  and  1903  by 
$440,167.  But  tke  receipts  of  that  department,  in  the  meantime,  have  in- 
creased to  the  extent  of  $1,430,000.  We  have  increased  the  expenditure  on 
militia,  as  between  1896  and  1903,  to  the  extent  of  $826,295.  These  sums  are 
all  given  in  the  grand  total  which  my  hon.  friend  rolls  up  with  a  view  to  alarm- 
ing the  country.  Yet,  only  yesterday,  as  I  have  said,  we  had  the  kon.  member 
for  North  Victoria  (Mr.  Sam  Hughes)  complaining,  not  that  we  expend  too  much 
on  the  militia,  but  that  we  expend  only  37  cents  per  head  when  we  ought  to  be 
spending  at  least  eight  or  ten  times  that  amount. 

Successful  Immigration  Policy. 

The  hon.  member  for  Jacques  Catier  (Mr.  Monk)  has  referred  to  ihe  ex- 
penditure on  immigration.  If  there  is  anything  that  this  government  should 
be  proud  of  it  is  the  policy  of  the  Minister  of  the  Interior  with  regard  to  im- 
migration and  the  results  of  that  policy  in  bringing  immigrants  into  thk 
country.  I  am  glad  that  my  hon.  friend  made  allusion  to  that.  It  is  true  that 
in  1896  they  expended  on   immigration   $120,000,  and  that  in  1906  we  spent 
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$642,913,  an  increase  under  this  administration  of  more  than  kali'  a  million 
•toilara  Bat,  for  the  little  that  hon.  gentlemen  opposite  spent  in  1806  they  had 
mothing  to  show,  except  that  certain  immigrants  came  into  the  country  and 
travelled  through  our  country  to  the  United  States.  To-day  we  can  point  with 
pride  to  a  record  of  100,000  people  coming  into  the  Northwest  every  year,  add- 
mg  vastly  to  the  wealth  of  the  territories  and  to  the  wealth  of  the  whole  Dom- 
inion. When  my  hon.  friend  speaks  of  the  expenditure  on  immigration  as 
something  to  be  condemned,  I  tell  him  it  is  something  that  every  member  of 
this  government  and  every  supporter  of  Jtfois  government  means  to  speak  of 
irom  this  day  on  with  the  utmost  pride. 

Increased  Grants  to  the  Northwest. 

We  have  increased  the  allowance  for  the  government  of  the  Northwest 
Territories.  In  1896,  the  sums  which  the  late  government  provided  for  the 
•arrying  on  of  the  g6vernment  of  the  Northwest  Territories  amounted  to 
$830,702.  We  plead  guilty  to  having  appropriated  for  that  service  last  year 
$802,466,  an  increase  of  $471,000.  We  are  arraigned  by  this  resolution  for 
having  expended  that  money.  We  are  told  that  these  expenditures  are  lavish 
and  extravagant.  But  it  is  useless  to  talk  about  these  expenditures  in  bulk ; 
it  is  only  by  going  over  them  item  by  item  as  I  have  done  that  you  can  discuss 
them  intelligently.  And,  when  we  go  to  the  people  of  the  Northwest  Territories, 
and  tell  th*m  that,  having  due  regard  to  the  i  ncreasing  population  of  that 
•ountry,  recognizing  the  great  needs^of  that  country  for  development,  and  voic- 
ing the  determination  of  the  people  and  parliament  of  Canada  to  doal  liberally 
and  generously  with  the  new  territory,  we  do  not  intend  ko  apologise  in  the 
face  of  the  hon.  gentleman's  motion,  for  an  increase  of  nearly  half  a  million  in 
the  grants  to  the  Northwest  Territories.  Instead  of  that,  we  are  providing  for 
a  further  large  increase  this  year. 

AH  Sections  Fairly  Treated. 

My  hon.  friend  from  Pictou  (Mr.  Bell)  did  me  the  honor  to  allude  to  some 
lUscussion  which  took  place  in  the  Nova  Scotia  legislature  some  years  ago.  He 
represented  that  I  had  alleged  that  Nova  Scotia  was  not  then  getting  her  fair 
•hare  of  Dominion  taxation.  Well,  without  entering  into  the  question  as  at 
that  time,  I  think  it  can  be  fairly  said  that  Nova  Scotia  to-day  is  receiving  a 
fair  share  of  the  taxation  that  is  collected. 

Mr.  Haggart. — Hear,  hear. 

Mr.  Fielding. — My  hon.  friend  from  South  Lannark  (Mr.  Haggart)  endorses 
that.  I  am  glad  I  have  his  endorsation,  and  I  want  to  have  his  words  taken 
dawn  in  "  Hansard."     I  am  going  to  find  them  valuable. 

Mr.  Haggart. — So  am  I. 

Mr.  Fielding. — The  hon.  gentleman  says,  "so  am  I."  The  object  is  plain. 
While  my  hon.  friend  from  Pictou  (Mr.  Bell)  will  seek  to  convey  the  impression 
to  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  that  they  are  being  burdened  with  taxation  with- 
receiving  a  fair  share  of  the  revenue,  my  hon.  friend  from  South  Lanark  and 
others  will  go  into  Ontario  to  try  and  show  that  Nova  Scotia  is  getting  too 
much.  All  these  things  are  foolish.  I  did  not  say  that  one  province  is  getting 
too  much  or  that  it  is  getting  too  little.  This  government  is  willing  to  consider 
the  needs  and  claims  of  all  the  provinces.  In  one  department  one  province  gets 
more,  and  in  another  department  another   province  gets  more.     Bmt  if  you 
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examine  the  matter  fairly  you  will  find  it  is  about  even,  and  that  each  and 
every  part  of  the  Dominion  is  receiving  recognition  in  accordance  with  its  needs. 

My  hon.  friend  and  I  threshed  out  these  questions  in  Nova  Scotia  many  years  ago. 
I  do  not  know  whether  he  or  I  have  the  more  painful  recollection  of  it.  He  thinks 
I  have  a  painful  recollection.  I  do  not  know  that  either  of  us  should  be  pained  ; 
but  I  am  satisfied  that  if  pain  there  is  on  the  part  of  either  one  of  us,  my  hon.  friend 
will  share  as  much  of  it  as  I  do.  .  At  all  events,  we  threshed  these  questions  out  year  after 
year,  we  took  the  verdict  of  the  people  of  Nova  Scotia  upon  them,  and  that  verdict 
never  failed  to  be  in  accordance  with  the  policy  which  I  endeavored  to  pursue.  My 
hon.  friend  has  referred  to  the  finances  of  the  province.  I  tell  him  that  at  that  time 
the  government  of  which  he  was  for  a  short  time  a  member,  left  the  financial  affairs  of 
that  province  in  a  condition  which  was  viewed  with  considerable  anxiety  and  distrust. 
But  under  the  administration  of  the  Liberal  government  the  condition  of  the  province 
was  improved,  order  was  brought  out  of  chaos,  the  finances  were  improved,  new  projects 
were  started,  projects  which  the  hon.  gentleman's  friends  fought  to  the  utmost,  but 
projects  which  have  been  the  means  of  restoring  that  province  as  to  its  financial  affairs, 
until  to-day  it  is  one  of  the  most  prosperous  provinces  of  the  Dominion  of  Canada. 
Let  me  say  that  the  Nova  Scotia  Liberals,  having  brought  their  own  province  into  a 
better  financial  position,  have  been  glad  to  have  an  opportunity,  as  my  friends  from 
that  province  will  say,  to  come  to  Ottawa  and  assist  their  friends  in  the  other  provinces 
in  bringing  the  Dominion  out  of  the  slough  of  despond  in  which  it  had  been  placed  by 
the  government  of  hon  gentlemen  opposite. 

The  New  Canada. 

Last  year  I  reminded  my  hon.  friend,  as  I  must  do  again,  that  he  fails  to  realize  the  # 
great  change  that  has  been  brought  about  in  this  country.  The  Canada  of  to-day  is  not ' 
the  Canada  of  1896,  The  Canada  of  1896  would  hardly  be  recognized  by  people  who  look 
upon  the  new  Canada  that  has  grown  up  under  a  Liberal  administration.  Why,  in  1896, 
in  every  part  of  this  Dominion,  there  was  a  condition— shall  I  say  of  depression  ?  That  is 
too  strong  a  word.  There  was  a  condition  of  discouragement,  the  people  were  not  satisfied 
with  their  condition  under  the  advantages  which  hon.  gentlemen  alleged  they  gave  them 
as  a  consequence  of  their  pdlicy.  It  must  be  said  that  the  condition  of  Canada  in 
1896,  under  the  Conservative  party,  was  not  a  satisfactory  one.  Some  progress, 
indeed,  had  been  made ;  you  cannot  prevent  a  country  like  this  from  making  some 
progress  ;  but  it  was  very  small  Take  a  few  items,  they  are  not  new,  they  have  been 
given  before,  but  they  are  never  old.  The  Canada  that  he  speaks  of,  the  Canada  of 
1896,  which  he  used  for  a  comparison,  had  a  total  trade  of  $239,000,000  ;  the  new 
Canada  which  has  grown  up  under  the  Liberal  administration  has  a  total  trade  of 
$470,000,000  The  Canada  of  that  date  had  deposits  in  the  savings  banks  and  chartered 
banks  of  $183  000,000  ;  the  new  Canada  of  to  day  has  deposits  of  $423,000,000.  We 
might  go  through  all  the  items  of  trade  and  commerce.  I  have  dealt  with  them 
before,  but  I  ask  my  hon.  friend,  in  making  these  comparisons,  to  remember 
that  the  Canada  of  1896  was  a  vastly  different  country  from  the  country  of  to-day.  This 
government  have  recognized  the  changing  conditions  ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  the 
legislation  which  we  have  introduced  has  in  some  degree — in  how  large  a  degree  may 
be  a  matter  of  debate — but  it  has  in  some  considerable  degree  been  one  of  the  instru- 
mentalities by  which  this  greater  progress  has  been  made  My  hon.  friend  must 
remember  that  in  making  these  comparisons  he  shuts  his  eyes  to  the  old  condition  as 
compared  with  the  new.  He  must  remember  that  under  a  Liberal  administration  Can- 
ada has  made  enormous  progress,  and  if  we  have  expended  these  moneys  we  have 
expended  them  to  the  advantage  and  development  of  the  country  ,  we  have  expended 
them  also  for  reasons  that  will  commend  themselves  to  sound  financiers.  If  hon  gen- 
tlemen opposite  spent  little  money,  they  spent  more  than  they  had  and  ran  into  debt  : 
the  lesser  sum  that  they  spent  was  extravagance  ;  the  more  that  we  spend  is  economy, 
because  we  have  lived  within  cur  means. 
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LORD  DUNDONALD 

Why   He  was  Removed 
from  Office 


Attacked  Canada's   Government 
in    Defiance    of    Military    Regulations 


Deliberations  or  discussions  by  officers  or  soldiers  with  the  object  of 
conveying  praise,  censure,  or  any  mark  of  approbation  towards  their 
superiors  or  any  others  in  His  Majesty's  service  are  prohibited.  THE 
KING'S  REGULATIONS. 

It  cannot  be  permitted  that  officers  shall  bring  accusations  against 
superior  officers  or  comrades  before  the  tribunal  of  public  opinion,  either 
by  speech  or  letter  inserted  in  any  newspaper ;  such  a  proceeding  would 
be  in  glaring  violation  of  the  rules  of  military  discipline  and  in  contempt  of 
authority.     CANADIAN  MILITIA  REGULATIONS. 


A  most  flagrant  instance  of  political  interference  has  occured  .  .  . 
The  names  of  officers  for  the  Scottish  Light  Dragoons  were  sent  to  Coun- 
cil by  ME  ..  .  The  list  having  MY  approval  was  returned  with  the  name 
of  one  officer  stricken  off  and  initialed  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  .  .  . 
It  is  intolerable  that  MY  recommendations  should  be  so  grossly  interfered 
with  by  any  Minister  not  connected  with  the  Department.  LORD 
DUNDONALD. 

The  General  Officer  Commanding  recommends  appointments,  but  his 
recommendations  have  no  official  value  or  effect  until  they  are  approved  by 
the  Minister  and  passed  by  the  Governor  in  Council.  SIR  FREDERICK 
BORDEN. 

Mr.  Fisher  was  acting  for  and  with  the  authority  of  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  who  was  absent  from  the  Capital,  and  therefore  his  action  had  all 
the  force  and  authority  of  action  by  the  responsible  head  of  the  Department 
of  Militia  and  Defence.     ORDER  IN  COUNCIL. 

In  removing  Dr.  Pickers  name  from  the  list  Mr.  Fisher  was  not 
acting  as  Minister  of  Agriculture. 

The  list  of  officers  sent  to  Council  was  composed  almost  exclusively 
of  gentlemen  connected  with  the  Conservative  party  .  .  .  This  regiment 
was  to  be  officered  almost  exclusively  by  Conservative  politicians  ...  Is 
it  not  proper  that  whenever  a  regiment  is  organized  in  any  part  of  the 
country,  it  should  be  officered  as  far  as  possible  by  both  parties?  RT. 
HON.  SIR  WILFRID   LAURIER. 

When  I  found  political  interference  and  preferment  being  introduced 
into  this  regiment,  I  protested  against  it.  To  that  extent,  and  only  to  that 
extent,  did  I  bring  politics  into  the  matter  .  .  .  Dr.  Pickel's  name  was 
struck  out  because  he  was  to  be  appointed  to  a  responsible  position  which 
called  for  a  man^of  military  experience,  and  he  had  none.  HON 
SYDNEY  FISHER. 


He  (Dundonald)  says  that  he  was  subjected  to  interference.  Inter- 
ference, forsooth  !  Interference  by  whom  ?  Interference  by  the  regularly 
constituted  authorities  of  the  people,  the  people  who  were  paying  him  for 
the  services  which  he  was  supposed  to  be  giving  .  .  .  He  says  this  Gov- 
ernment has  shown  crass  indifference,  and  he  arraigns  me  on  that  account. 
Well,  Sir,  it  may  be  that  to  increase  the  annual  expenditure  on  the  Militia 
by  some  one  and  a  half  or  two  millions  is  a  proof  of  crass  indifference 
to  the  well  being  of  the  Militia,  but  I  do  not  believe  the  people  will  take 
that  view.  I  have  a  list  of  the  improvements  which  we  have  made  (see 
page  12;.     HON.  SIR  FREDERICK  BORDEN. 


LORD  DUNDONALD 


I.     His  Office,  Offence,  and  Removal  for  Cause. 

By  Order  in  Council  of  the  Government  of  Canada,  the  Earl  of  Dundonald 
was  appointed  General  Officer  Commanding  in  the  militia  service,  July  20th,  1902, 
and  by  Order  in  Council  he  was  relieved  of  command,  for  cause,  June  14th,  1904. 
The  power  to  appoint  and  to  dismiss  rest   alone  with  the  Canadian  Government. 

The  Minister  of  Militia  is  responsible  to  Parliament  for  the  administration  of 
militia  affairs.  He  is  required  to  take  the  initiative  in  all  matters  involying  the  ex-, 
penditure  of  money,  and  no  new  corps  or  regiment  of  militia  may  be  organized 
without  his  authority  and  direction.  But  the  Minister,  of  his  own  motion,  cannot 
appoint  an  officer  of  the  militia  force ;  he  can  only  recommend  a  person  to  Council 
for  a  commission. 

The  General  Officer  Commanding  is  the  principal  adviser  of  the  Minister  of 
Militia  on  all  military  questions.  Under  the  Militia  Act  and  Regulations  he  is 
charged  with  the  duty  of  selecting  and  proposing  fit  and  proper  persons  for  com- 
missions in  the  militia.  But  the  General  has  no  power  of  appointment,  and  his  pro- 
posals may  be  accepted  or  rejected  at  the  will  of  the  Minister,  He  is  subordinate 
to  the  Minister,  and  subject  to  the  rules  of  the  civil  service,  as  well  as  to  the  regu- 
lations and  discipline  of  the  department  in  which  he  serves. 

The  regulations  and  orders  for  the  militia,  made  under  the  Act,  haye  ihe 
authority  of  a  statute,  and  by  them  an  officer  is  not  permitted  to  bring  accusations 
against  superior  officers  or  comrades  before  the  tribunal  of  public  opinion.  SucH 
a  proceeding,  by  public  speech  or  printed  letter,  would  be,  by  the  regulations,  "  in 
glaring  violation  of  the  rules  of  military  discipline  and  in  contempt  of  authority." 

LORD  DUNDONALD'S  OFFENCE. 

The  offence  of  Lord  Dundonald,  which  resulted  in  his  being  relieved  of  com- 
mand, was  a  speech  delivered  by  him  at  a  military  dinner  in  Montreal,  June  4th, 
1904,  and  published  in  the  newspapers.  Referring  to  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  militia  affairs,  Lord  Dundonald  said : — 

1. — That  through  political  intrigue  appointments  in  time  of  peace  are  made 
without  regard  to  military  efficiency,  and  to  the  great  peril  of  the  nation's  safety, 

2. — That  officers  in  command  of  the  forces  of  this  country  are  unfortunately 
selected  because  of  their  particular  politics. 

3. — That  a  most  Hagrant  instance  of  political  interference  had  just  occurred 
in  the  case. of  a  list  of  officers  selected  for  the  Scottish  Light  Dragoons,  in  the 
Eastern  Townships,  by  the  commanding  officer  of  the  corps,  and  sent  by  Lord 
Dundonald  to  the  Minister  for  approval  and  transmission  to  Council.  "  The  list, 
having  my  approval,  was  returned  with  the  name  of  one  officer  stricken  off,  and 
initialed  by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,"  Hon.  Sydney  Fisher. 

4. — That  the  name  stricken  from  the  list  was  that  of  Dr.  Pickel,  Of  Sweets- 
bnrg ;  but  his  political  color  was  not  that  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture,  "  and  con-f 
sequently,  he  was  not  considered  fit  to  serve  his  King  in  the  military  force  of 
Canada." 


5. — That  ■ '  it  is  intolerable  that  my  recommendations,  made  in, the  best  interests 
of  the  force,  should  be  so  grossly  interfered  with  by  any  Minister  not  connected 
with  the  Department." 

6. — That  an  extraordinary  lack  of  etiquette  was  involved  in  scratching  the 
name  of  a  gentleman  put  forward  by  a  man  whose  business  it  is  to  find  officers  for 
the  militia.  "  But  on  personal  grounds,  gentlemen,"  Lord  Dundonald  said  in  his 
speech,  "  I  don't  in  the  least  mind.  Lack  of  etiquette  affects  me  little.  I  have 
been  two  years  in  Ottawa,  gentlemen.  It  is  not  on  personal  grounds  that  I  inform 
you  of  this,  but  it  is  on  national  grounds.  I  feel,  gentlemen,  anxious,  profoundly 
anxious,  that  the  militia  of  Canada  may  be  kept  free  from  party  politics." 

A  copy  of  the  published  speech  was  sent  to  Lord  Dundonald  by  the  Minister 
of  Militia,  with  a  request  to  be  informed  if  it  correctly  reported  His  Lordship's 
utterances. 

In  answer,  Lord  Dundonald  replied  that  the  report  was  substantially  what  he 
said,  except  that  he  also  stated  that  Mr.  Fisher  had  interfered  with  the  organiza- 
tion of  the  corps,  and  with  the  names  of  other  proposed  officers  besides  Dr.  Pickel ; 
but  he  denied  having  said  that  "  all  appointments  "  are  made  in  the  militia  through 
political  intrigue. 

No  excuse,  explanation  or  defence  was  offered  by  Lord  Dundonald  to  his 
Minister  for  conduct  so  clearly  against  the  regulations  of  the  department,  which 
forbid  an  officer  to  bring  accusations  against  superior  officers  or  comrades  before 
the  tribunal  of  public  opinion,  by  speech  or  printed  letter,  or  to  show  discourtesy 
and  want  of  respect  to  the  civil  authorities. 

The  speech  was  read  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  June  9th,  and  the  follow- 
ing day  was  fixed  by  the  Government  for  making  a  statement  upon  it.  When  the 
House  met  at  three  o'clock,  on  June  10th,  the  Minister  of  Militia  had  put  into 
his  hands  a  copy  of  a  Memorandum  of  Lord  Dundonald' s  defence,  the  original  of 
which  had  been  supplied  to  Mr.  Sam.  Hughes,  a  member  of  the  Opposition. 

THE  GOVERNMENT  STATEMENT  IN  THE  HOUSE. 

A  full  statement  in  answer  to  the  accusations  of  Lord  Dundonald  was  made 
by  Hon.  Sydney  Fishei  in  the  House  of  Commons  on  June  10th,  which  was  en- 
dorsed in  every  particular  by  Sir  Frederick  Borden,  Minister  of  Militia.  Mr. 
Fisher  had  taken  an  active  interest  in  the  organization  of  the  corps,  because  the 
several  squadrons  composing  it  were  formed  in  the  part  of  the  Province  of  Quebec 
in  which  he  lives.  He  denied  that  he  had  opposed  the  selection  of  any  officer  on 
political  grounds,  and  stated  that  he  had  objected  to  Dr.  Pickel  because  it  was  pro- 
posed to  make  that  person  the  major  of  a  squadron  at  Sweetsburg  without  his  pos- 
sessing any  military  qualifications.  He  also  stated  that  in  the  case  of  this  squadron 
all  officers  had  been  selected  through  the  influence  of  a  Conservative  leader  in 
the  locality  because  they  were  Conservatives — the  commanding  officer  of  the  corps 
being  himself  an  outsider,  and  not  knowing  the  people  there.  It  zvas  to  prevent 
political  interference  in  the  appointment  of  officers,  Mr.  Fisher  said,  and  not  to  in- 
troduce it,  that  he  had  objected  to  the  proposed  selection  for  the  Sweetsburg 
squadron.  It  was  as  Acting  Minister  of  Militia,  in  the  temporary  absence  from 
Ottawa  of  Sir  Frederick  Borden,  that  he  had  struck  the  name  of  Dr.  Pickel  off  the 
list,  and  not  as  Minister  of  Agriculture,  as  alleged  by  Lord  Dundonald.  He  had 
done  so  in  consequence  of  an  agreement  arrived  at  between  the  Minister  of  Militia 
and  Col.  Whitley,  commander  of  the  cavalry  brigade  of  the  district,  and  of  Col . 
Smart,  commanding  officer  of  the  Eastern  Townships  corps.  He  had  done  so,  be- 
sides, upon  receipt  of  a  letter  from  Col.  Smart,  informing  him  that  Dr.  Pickel  did 
not  wish  to  join  the  corps,  requesting  him  to  strike  that  person's  name  from  the 
list,  and  urging  him  to  use  expedition  in  sending  the  proposed  list  to  Council, — 
and  in  this  request  and  representation  Col.  Smart  was  joined  by  Col.  Whitley. 
Lord  Dundonald  knew  all  these  facts.     He  knew  that  Mr.  Fisher  was  acting  for 


the  Minister  of  Militia.  He  knew  that  the  commanding  officer  of  the  corps  had 
requested  Mr.  Fisher  to  strike  out  the  name  of  Dr.  Pickel.  He  knew  that  Col. 
Whitley  had  endorsed  the  request.  He  knew  that  out  of  the  eighteen  officers 
selected  for  the  corps  by  the  commanding  officer,  and  proposed  by  himself,  all  were 
accepted  but  one.  He  knew  also  that  in  spite  of  his  own  duty  under  the  regula- 
tions to  find  fit  and  proper  men  for  officers,  this  man  had  no  qualification,  and  that 
as  such  his  name  was  starred  in  the  list.  Yet,  knowing  these  facts,  Lord  Dun- 
donald  declared  in  his  speech  that  appointments  are  made  through  political  in- 
trigue, without  regard  to  military  efficiency,  that  officers  in  command  of  forces  are 
selected  because  of  their  politics,  and  that  a  most  flagrant  instance  of  such  inter- 
ference was  the  change  in  the  list  of  officers  for  the  Scottish  Light  Dragoons,  made 
by  the  Minister  of  Agriculture. 

Mr.  Fisher  said  to  the  House : — 

Let  me  say  this :  That  the  only  ground  on  which  I  made  any  suggestions  in  regard 
to  the  establishment  of  this  corps  was  the  immense  importance  of  the  appointment  of 
leading  officers  with  military  qualifications,  who  knew  the  country  and  the  people  of  the 
Eastern  Townships,  the  district  where  the  corps  was  to  be  established ; 

That  I  took  no  exception  to  anybody's  appointment  on  political  grounds  alone,  as 
evidenced  by  my  recommendation  and  endorsement  of  many  well-known  Conservatives; 

That  no  one  believes  more  thoroughly  than  I  do  that  the  first  necessity  in  the  re- 
commendation of  officers  on  the  establishment  of  a  new  regiment  is  military  qualification 
and  general  personal  suitability;  and  that  no  political  considerations  should  be  allowed 
to  interfere  with  this. 

'*  I  confirm  literally  and  entirely  the  statement  just  made  by  my  colleague,  the 
Minister  of  Agriculture/'  Sir  Frederick  Borden  said  when  Mr.  Fisher  had  closed 
his  official  statement.  "  He  (Mr.  Fisher)  had  for  several  years  advocated  the 
organization  of  a  mounted  force  in  the  Eastern  Townships — his  own  home,  and 
that  part  of  the  Dominion  in  the  general  good  government  of  which  he  has  a  right 
to  feel  a  special  interest — and  when  the  time  came  to  take  the  question  up  I  natur- 
ally looked  to  him  for  advice  and  assistance."  \ 

LORD  DUNDONALD  RELIEVED  OF  COMMAND. 

All  the  facts  in  the  matter  were  fully  set  forth  by  Sir  Frederick  Borden  in  a 
Memorandum  to  Council,  and  on  June  14th  the  Governor  General  approved  an 
Order  which  forthwith  relieved  the  Earl  of  Dundonald  of  his  position  as  General 
Officer  Commanding  the  Militia  of  Canada. 

Lord  Dundonald's  remarks  on  what  he  calls  political  interference,  the  Order 
in  Council  states,  indicate  on  his  part  a  failure  to  appreciate  the  principles  of  Bri- 
tish constitutional  government.  His  proposal  of  any  man  for  appointment  as  an 
officer  of  the  militia  would  in  itself  have  no  effect.  Any  such  proposal  must  have 
the  approval  of  the  Minister  of  Militia,  and  then  of  the  Governor  in  Council,  and 
the  power  of  approval  must  carry  with  it  the  right  of  inquiry  and  rejection. 

Concerning  the  relation  of  the  Minister  of  Agriculture  in  the  particular  case, 
the  Order  in  Council  makes  this  statement  of  the  constitutional  position : — 

In  the  case  of  members  of  the  Cabinet,  while  all  have  an  equal  degree  of  responsi- 
bility in  a  constitutional  sense,  yet,  in  the  particular  working  out  of  responsible  govern- 
ment in  a  country  of  such  vast  extent  as  Canada,  it  is  found  necessary  to  attach  a  special 
responsibility  to  each  Minister  for  the  public  affairs  of  the  Province  or  district  with 
which  he  has  close  political  connection,  and  with  which  his  colleagues  may  not  be  so  well 
acquainted.  Mr.  Fisher,  while  sharing  with  his  colleagues  that  general  responsibility 
already  referred  to,  represents  in  a  particular  manner  the  Eastern  Townships  of  the  Pro- 
vince of  Quebec.  If,  when  it  was  proposed  to  form  a  new  regiment  in  that  district,  he 
interested  himself  in  the  work,  and  sought  to  make  the  organization  effective,  he  was 


not  merely  exercising  a  right;  he  was  discharging  a  duty  both  to  the  people  of  the  dis- 
trict, and  to  his  colleagues  in  the  Cabinet,  who  would  expect  him  to  inform  himself  of 
all  the  facts,  and  advise  them  before  approval  by  the  Cabinet  of  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment. 

In  the  case  of  the  person  whose  name  was  struck  off  the  list  of  officers,  the 
Order  in  Council  states  that  he  was  not  regarded  as  a  suitable  person  to  have  the 
rank  of  major,  never  having  been  connected  with  the  militia,  and  that  the  person 
recommended  by  Mr.  Fisher  in  his  stead  was  also  a  political  opponent,  but  well 
qualified  by  military  service  for  a  position  of  command. 

"  Lord  Dundonald,"  the  Order  in  Council  says,  "  is  an  officer  of  the  Canadian 
Government,  a  high  officer  it  is  true,  but  still  an  official  of  the  Government,  subject 
to  all  the  limitations  which  are  usually  imposed  upon  public  officials  in  regard  to 
the  action  of  their  superior  officers.  For  an  official  to  make  a  public  attack  upon 
Ministers  of  the  Government  under  which  he  serves  is  a  proceeding  so  totally  at 
variance  with  the  principles  which  must  necessarily  obtain  in  the  administration  of 
military  as  well  as  of  civil  affairs,  that  it  cannot  With  propriety  be  overlooked.  It 
is  impossible  to  do  otherwise  than  characterize  the  speech  of  Lord  Dundonald  as 
a  grave  act  of  indiscretion  and  insubordination." 

It  was  to  the  Committee  of  Council  a  matter  of  deep  regret  that  an  officer  of 
Lord  Dundonald's  high  rank  should  have  fallen  into  such  grave  errors,  and  to  pur- 
sue a  course  which,  if  ignored,  would  be  fatal  to  the  discipline  and  subordination 
to  constituted  authority  that  are  essential  in  civil  government  and  military  service. 
But  for  the  reasons  set  forth,  they  advised  that  the  Earl  of  Dundonald  be  forth- 
with relieved  of  his  position. 

In  this  report  the  Privy  Council  concurred,  and  the  Governor  General  approv- 
ed the  decision. 

MANNER  OF  REMOVAL. 

An  attempt  has  been  made  by  Lord  Dundonald  to  evoke  sympathy  by  stating 
that  the  manner  of  his  removal  was  discourteous,  and  some  who  saw  the  hope- 
lessness of  any  defence  of  his  conduct  as  to  the  real  issue  have  dwelt  on  this  al- 
leged lack  of  courtesy.  There  is  no  foundation  for  the  charge.  Every  effort  was 
made  by  the  Government  to  have  Lord  Dundonald  properly  notified.  That  he  re- 
ceived a  notice  by  telegraph  instead  of  a  notice  by  a  messenger  at  Ottawa,  was  en- 
tirely due  to  his  own  action.  When  Lord  Dundonald,  without  apology  or  expres- 
sion of  regret,  admitted  the  substantial  accuracy  of  the  published  report  of  his 
speech,  the  Ministers  quickly  reached  the  conclusion  that  they  would  advise  his 
removal  from  office.  While  the  necessary  papers  were  being  prepared,  the  Minis- 
ter of  Militia  learned  that  Lord  Dundonald  was  about  to  leave  Ottawa  to  inspect 
the  camp  at  London,  Ont.  Sir  Frederick  Borden  immediately  addressed  him  a 
polite  note,  suggesting  that  his  proposed  visit  be  postponed.  If  Lord  Dundonald 
had  treated  his  superior  officer  with  due  respect,  he  would  instantly  have  abandon- 
ed his  proposed  trip,  and  remained  in  Ottawa  to  await  events.  Instead  of  taking 
this  course,  he  proceeded  to  London,  leaving  a  note  to  the  Minister  to  the  effect 
that  as  he  had  not  been  commanded  to  remain  Jie  would  not  do  so.  While  Lord 
Dundonald  was  at  London  the  proceedings  in  his  case  were  concluded,  and  his  re- 
moval took  place.  If  he  had  received  no  notice  until  his  return  to  Ottawa,  he 
would  not,  under  the  circumstances,  have  had  any  cause  of  complaint.  But  while 
he  had  treated  his  Minister  most  discourteously,  the  Minister  continued  to  treat 
him  with  consideration.  A  telegram  was  at  once  despatched  to  Lord  Dundonald, 
at  London,  informing  him  of  the  action  of  the  Government.  The  information  was 
withheld  from  all  others  for  some  hours,  and  not  given  to  the  public  until  the  next 
morning.  These  facts  show  that  it  was  Lord  Dundonald,  and  not  the  Minister  of 
Militia,  who  was  guilty  of  discourtesy  in  the  last  moments  of  their  official  relations. 


BRiTSSH    PRECEDENTS. 

The  reasonableness  of  the  dismissal  was  as  proper  as  the  manner  of  it,  and  if 
precedents  for  the  Government's  action  are  wanted,  they  may  be  had  by  the  score. 

There  is  no  question  in  England  as  to  the  supreme  power  of  Parliament  in  all 
affairs  relating  to  the  army,  or  as  to  right  of  control  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  as  a  Minister  responsible  to  Parliament, — the  Minister  whose  duties  corres- 
pond with  those  of  the  Minister  of  Militia  in  Canada.  A  Minister  who  was  him- 
self the  War  Secretary  in  a  Liberal  Cabinet  (the  Right  Hon.  Hugh  Childers), 
made  this  statement  of  the  position,  in  1882: — 

No  act  of  discipline  can  be  exercised,  no  appointment  or  promotion  can  be  made,  no 
troops  can  be  moved,  no  payments  can  be  made,  without  the  approval,  expressed  or  im- 
plied, of  the  Secretary  of  State.  To  say  that  the  Secretary  of  State  has  no  controlling 
power  in  such  matters,  when  he  is  responsible  to  Parliament  for  any  improper  exercise 
of  the  Queen's  prerogative  in  regard  to  them,  is  manifestly  absurd.  On  this  subject  I 
have  never  known  any  misapprehension  within  the  walls  of  the  War  Office  or  in  Par- 
liament. 

In  1901  the  late  Lord  Salisbury,  then  Prime  Minister  in  the  Conservative 
Government,  said  on  the  same  §ubject: — 

I  do  not  think  the  disputants,  especially  if  they  are  military  disputants,  have  entirely 
realized  that  the  army  is  under  Parliament,  and  that  the  Minister  who  controls  the  army 
does  it  as  one  who  is  responsible  to  Parliament,  and  represents  all  the  authority  which 
Parliament  possesses.  Everybody  knows  historically  how  it  has  grown  up,  and  every- 
body knows  that  it  is  intertwined  too  closely  with  all  the  fibres  of  our  constitution  to 
justify  anyone  who  forms  his  projects  and  bases  his  reasoning  on  the  supposition  it 
this  relation  can  be  modified.  At  the  end  we  must  have  an  army  governed  by  Parlia- 
,  ment,  governed  by  a  Minister  who  is  responsible  to  Parliament,  and  in  any  difference  of 
opinion,  whatever  it  may  be,  the  Commander  in  Chief  must  be  a  subordinate  of  the 
Secretary   of  State. 

Four  years  ago  Lord  Charles  Beresford  was  second  in  command  of  the 
Mediterranean  fleet,  and  wrote  a  letter  in  which  the  naval  administration  was 
severely  condemned.  The  letter  was  published  without  his  permission,  and  this 
circumstance  alone  saved  him  from  dismissal.  His  conduct  was  adversely  criti- 
cised in  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  he  was  forced  by  public  opinion  to  publish 
an  apology. 

At  a  later  date  (1901),  Lord  Wolseley  was  at  the  head  of  the  army,  and  he 
offered  advice  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  which  that  Minister  refused  to 
accept.  Lord  Wolseley  thereupon  resigned,  and  it  was  not  until  he  had  vacated 
his  position  that  he  ventured  to  find  fault  with  the  Minister.  But  the  example  of 
Lord  Wolseley  was  lost  on  Lord  Dundonald,  the  military  adviser  of  our  Minister 
of  Militia. 

In  the  same  year  (October,  1901)  a  soldier  who  had  accompanied  Lord  Wol- 
seley on  the  Canadian  Red  River  expedition  of  1870,  General  Sir  Redvers  Buller, 
got  into  trouble  with  the  War  Office.  He  had  been  in  the  early  Boer  and  Kaffir 
wars  in  South  Africa ;  he  had  fought  at  Tel-el- Kebir  and  El  Tet>,  and  was  in  com: 
mand  at  Abu  Klea,  in  the  Nile  valley ;  and  after  several  years  of  splendid  work  at 
the  War  Office,  and  in  command  at  Aldershot,  he  was  sent  to  South  Africa  on  the 
outbreak  of  the  late  war  to  take  command  of  the  field  force.  Being  superseded 
by  Lord  Roberts,  he  was  recalled  to  England,  and  again  put  in  command  at  Aider- 
shot.  For  defending  himself  against  his  critics,  in  a  speech  at  a  luncheon  in  Lon- 
don, but  without  attacking  anyone,  the  War  Office  held  that  General  Buller  had 
committed  a  breach  of  discipline  contrary  to  the  King's  regulations,  and  he  was 
relieved  of  command  and  retired  on  half  pay. 

A  fourth  case  is  that  of  General  Colville,  who  had  been  charged  by  his  brother 


officers  in  South  Africa  with  neglect  to  relieve  a  portion  of  the  army  there  when  in 
a  situation  of  great  distress.  The  War  Office  took  a  lenient  view  of  the  accusa- 
tions, and  he  was  given  a  command  at  Gibraltar.  Colville  did  not  avail  himself  of 
his  right  to  appeal  to  the  Commander  in  Chief,  but  published  an  attack  upon  his 
accusers,  the  staff  officers  of  the  Transvaal,  and  sneered  at  the  cavalry  whom  he 
had  failed  to  relieve.  The  consequence  of  such  conduct  was  stated  in  the  House  of 
Commons  by  the  War  Secretary,  Mr.  Brodrick,  who  said :  "  It  is  impossible  that 
officers,  whether  on  the  full  pay  list  or  half  pay  list,  should  be  allowed  to  make  re- 
flections on  their  superiors  as  General  Colville  did.  He  was  placed  on  retired  pay, 
and  any  officer  who  follows  his  example  will  necessarily  share  the*  same  fate." 

Another  case  is  that  of  Sir  Charles  Eliot,  British  Commissioner  of  the  East 
Africa  Protectorate,  which  is  not  the  less  instructive  because  the  position  was  a 
civil  instead  of  a  military  one.  Sir  Charles  had  been  given  certain  instructions  for 
the  administration  of  public  lands,  which  he  refused  to  carry  out,  and  resigned  his 
place.  "  I  have  refused  to  execute  these  instructions,"  he  telegraphed  Premier 
Balfour,  "  which  I  consider  unjust  and  impolitic  " ;  and  he  called  on  the  Premier 
to  hold  a  public  inquiry  into  the  circumstances  of  his  resignation.  A  Minute  of 
Lord  Lansdowne,  under  date  of  June  25th,  1904,  gives  a  full  summary  of  the  case, 
which  shows  that  Lord  Dundonald  is  not  alone  in  asserting  for  himself  a  position 
of  audacious  authority. 

The  London  Times  writes  of  Sir  Charles  Eliot's  conduct  with  a  knowledge  of 
all  the  facts.  The  article  is  in  the  Times  of  July  12th,  and  says  of  the  correspon- 
dence. 

It  affords  a  lamentable  illustration  of  the  extent  to  which  injured  vanity  may  per- 
vert the  judgment  and  good  feeling  of  a  man  in  whom  brilliant  abilities  and  exceptional 
attainments  are  united  with  a  considerable  and  varied  experience  in  the  service  of  the 
State.  There  may  conceivably  fce  room  for  difference  of  opinion  on  some  of  the  points 
•n  which  Sir  Charlos  Bliot  ha«  c«m»  into  conflict  with  his  chief.  Unhappily,  there  can 
»e  but  one  view  as  to  the  attitude  which  he  has  assumed,  and  the  tone  and  language  of 
the  despatches  he  has  writtem  im  the  course  of  that  controversy.  They  are  of  a  kind 
which  n»  responsible  head  af  my  private  business,  to  say  nothing  of  the  responsible  head 
af  a  great  pubUc  department,  however  generous  and  indulgent  he  might  be,  could  pos- 
sibly tolerate  from  a  subordinate  without  grievous  detriment  to  the  interests  in  his 
charge.  They  betray  a  total  misconception  of  the  relations  between  the  writer  and  his 
official  superior,  and,  what  is  yet  more  to  be  regretted,  a  momentary  forgetfulness  of 
what  is  due  from  the  writer  to  himself. 

But  for  the  saving  virtue  of  resignation,  which  the  Commissioner  possessed, 
and  the  General  Officer  Commanding  in  Canada  did  not,  the  case  of  Sir  Charles 
Bitot  is  the  case  of  Lord  Dundonald.  By  language  and  conduct,  throughout  the 
whole  episode  of  the  Scottish  Light  Dragoons,  the  Earl  of  Dundonald  showed  that 
he  forgot  what  was  due  to  his  superiors  as  the  representative  men  and  trusted 
rulers  of  Canada,  and  what  was  due  to  himself  as  a  Peer  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

II.     His  Appeal  by  Manifesto. 

Two  days,  after  the  Order  in  Council  was  passed,  Lord  Dundonald  issued  a 
public  appeal  through  the  press,  the  purport  of  which  was  to  justify  his  own  con- 
duct "  by  letting  daylight  into  the  working  of  the  militia  system."  Appealing  to 
the  people  of  Canada  on  the  difficulty  between  himself  and  the  Government  of 
Canada — it  is  always  "  myself  and  the  Government "  with  Lord  Dundonald — he 
said: — 

I  was  fully  aware  of  the  gravity  of  the  step  which  I  took  in  making  a  public 
protest.  I  was  fully  aware  that  it  was  an  unusual  step.  I  decided  to  take  it  because  I  was 
convinced  that  it  was  the  only  means  of  serving  the  militia  of  Canada. 
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The  attack  upon  the  Government  in  the  Montreal  speech,  therefore,  was  not 
an  impulse  of  the  moment.  The  mine  had  been  carefully  laid  and  planned,  and 
the  fitting  occasion  was  chosen  to  spring  it.  "  Mr.  Fisher's  interest  m  the  affairs 
of  the  13th  Scottish  Light  Dragoons,"  he  says,  "  was  simply  the  final  incident  in  a 
long  list  of  various  phases  of  obstruction/'  Interference  with  the  technical  side  of 
his  work,  Lord  Dundonald  says,  began  very  soon  after  his  arrival  in  the  country, 
and  continued  without  ceasing.  Mr.  Fisher's  interference  was  simply  the  final  in- 
cident, but  coming  from  a  farmer,  it  was  intolerable.  What  right  had  a  farmer 
to  an  opinion  on  the  technical  work  of  selecting  officers  for  a  cavalry  corps  ?  How 
could  a  farmer  know  that  it  was  not  good  military  technics  to  give  the  highest  posi- 
tion in  the  corps  to  a  stranger,  or  to  pick  the  officers  for  a  squadron — with  or  with- 
out military  qualifications — deliberately  out  of  the  ranks  of  one  political  party  ? 
And,  anyway,  what  could  a  farmer  know  of  form  and  etiquette  in  military  affairs, 
particularly  when  coming  into  touch  with  an  officer  who  is  a  Peer  of  the  Realm  ? 
So,  in  his  great  zeal  for  the  militia  of  Canada,  and  for  the  maintenance  of  his  own 
dignity,  Lord  Dundonald  took  the  confessedly  grave  and  unusual  step  of  making 
a  public  protest  at  a  banquet,  in  the  most  offensive  way  and  style  known  to  the  cul- 
tivated gentlemen  of  his  class  and  rank. 

MR.   FISHER'S  ANSWER. 

Hon.  Sydney  Fisher's  answer  to  the  references  to  himself,  in  the  manifesto, 
was  made  in  the  House  of  Commons,  June  23rd,  upon  a  motion  of  censure  pro- 
posed by  the  leader  of  the  Opposition.     He  said : — 

I  maintain,  Sir,  that  the  protest  which  I  made  was  a  protest  against  the  political 
complexion  of  a  certain  squadron  of  this  regiment,  and  that,  had  I  not  made  that  pro- 
test, I  should  have  been  worthy  of  such  censure  as  the  hon.  gentleman  expresses  in  this 
resolution.  But  having  made  that  protest,  I  claim  that  I  deserve  the  thanks  of  the  gen- 
tlemen who  profess  to  be  influenced  by  these  sentiments  in  regard  to  the  militia ;  instead 
of  censuring  me,  they  ought  to  have  thanked  me  and  supported  me  in  my  action. 

When  the  appointment  of  a  Montreal  gentleman  to  be  colonel  of  the  regiment 
was  brought  to  the  attention  of  Mr.  Fisher,  he  feared  that  this  officer  might  not 
know  the  people  in  the  district,  nor  the  circumstances  and  conditions  obtaining  in 
it,  as  well  as  a  local  man.  He  felt  that,  while  in  an  old  established  corps,  it  would 
not  make  much  difference  if  men  outside  were  given  positions,  local  knowledge  in 
the  raising  of  a  regiment  is  very  necessary.  It  was  inadvisable,  Mr.  Fisher  thought, 
that  all  the  leading  officers  in  the  new  regiment  should  be  appointed  from  without 
the  district,  and  he  made  representations  accordingly  to  the  Minister  of  Militia. 
//  there  is  one  thing,  he  said,  more  important  than  another  it  is  that  the  officers 
chosen  for  a  regiment  should  be  men  eminently  qualified  for  the  positions  to  which 
they  are  appointed,  and  that  no  political  considerations  should  enter  into  the 
organisation  of  the  regiment.  The  commanding  officer  of  the  Eastern  Townships 
corps  was  not  accused  of  political  bias,  but  the  list  of  men  selected  would  surely 
lead  the  community  to  believe  that  the  choice  was  political,  and  would  stamp  the 
regiment  as  a  Tory  machine.  Mr.  Fisher  admits  that  he  interfered  and  protested, 
but  only  when  he  discovered  that  through  the  intrigues  of  local  politicians  the  re- 
giment was  being  made  a  political  organization.     He  said : — 

I  was  interfering  simply  in  a  common-sense  way  in  the  organization  of  the  new 
regiment.  I  grant  fully,  and  no  man  is  more  prepared  to  admit  it  than  I  am,  that  on 
purely  military  qualifications  the  military  experts  at  the  command  of  the  Government 
ought  to  rule.  But  when  it  comes  to  matters  involving  knowledge  of  local  conditions, 
and  knowledge  of  the  people  of  Canada,  I  venture  to  think  that  the  public  men  of 
Canada  know  more  than  any  expert,  military  or  otherwise. 

Lord  Dundonald  says  in  his  manifesto  that  his  claim  for  freedom  extended 


only  to  the  technical  side  of  his  work.  One  of  his  special  duties  under  the  regula- 
tions was  "  to  select  fit  and  proper  persons  to  be  recommended  for  commissions  in 
the  militia."  Yet,  in  the  person  of  Dr.  Pickel,  for  the  high  rank  of  major  in  one 
of  the  squadrons  of  the  Eastern  Townships  corps,  he  selected  a  man  who  had 
never  taken  an  interest  in  militia  affairs,  and  who  had  no  military  qualifications. 
And  because  Mr.  Fisher  protested  against  the  choice  of  this  useless  man,  who 
would  have  charge  of  the  lives  of  men  in  a  field  of  action,  the  interference  is  de- 
scribed by  Lord  Dundonald  as  "  the  final  incident  in  a  long  list  of  various  phases 
of  obstructions  "  which  he  could  no  longer  endure. 

No  man  of  sense  can  doubt  who  was  in  the  right  in  this  instance,  whether  it 
is  one  of  military  technics  or  not.  If  it  does  belong  to  the  technical  side  of  the 
work,  it  shows  that  Lord  Dundonald  was  not  worthy  of  the  freedom  he  claimed 
for  himself. 

VARIOUS  AND  CONSTANT  GRIEVANCES. 

But,  after  all,  Mr.  Fisher's  conduct  was  only  a  small  part  of  Lord  Dundonaid's 
grievances,  according  to  the  nobleman's  eo  nd  story.  They  were  various 
and  constant,  and  he  was  worried  to  know  how  he  could  effect  his  object  in  the 
improvement  of  the  militia.  His  efforts  were  so  persistently  blocked,  he  says, 
that  he  came  to  look  upon  the  case  as  hopeless.  There  was  obstruction,  and  inter- 
ference, and  indifference;  and  in  the  presence  of  these  hindrances  to  improve- 
ment, there  was  imperfect  training,  lack  of  armament,  and  numerous  faults  of 
detail.  Driven  to  the  extremity  of  his  resources,  it  seemed  to  Lord  Dundonald 
that  the  best  way  to  help  the  militia  of  Canada  was  to  "let  daylight  into  the 
working  of  the  system." 

He  realized  that  the  new  Militia  Bill  would  soon  be  discussed  in  Parliament, 
and  that  it  was  his  duty  to  give  warning  of  certain  dangers — perhaps  in  the  in- 
terest of  a  certain  gentleman  who  like  Othello,  might  find-his  occupation  gone 
with  a  new  Act  in  operation.  He  might  have  lodged  an  official  protest  with  the 
Government,  but  "  it  would  have  been  simply  one  more  document  in  a  pigeon- 
hole,"— which  shows  how'  innocent  Lord  Dundonald  was  of  the  ways  of  Govern- 
ments and  Parliament.0,  under  the  British  system.  He  knows  better  now,  perhaps, 
after  all  the  motions  for  letters  and  papers  in  his  own  case. 

AUTOCRATIC  INTERFERENCE  ALLEGED. 

Passing  to  what  Lord  Dundonald  calls  autocratic  interference  with  the 
machinery  he  was  supposed  to  control,  he  cites : — 

I. — The  serious  case  of  interference  in  the  suppression  of  the  important  parts 
of  his  first  annual  report  on  the  militia. 

The  nature  of  this  report  is  not  known  to  the  public,  because  the  Minister  con- 
sidered that  in  the  interests  of  the  defences  of  Canada  it  was  a  document  which 
should  not  be  published.  The  Minister  is  the  proper  judge  in  any  such  matter. 
If  the  report  was  in  the  nature  of  advice  on  the  state  of  the  country's  defences,  or 
for  improving  the  militia  force,  or  was,  as  the  manifesto  implies,  a  description  of 
the  condition  of  the  militia  and  an  outline  of  a  comprehensive  scheme  for  re- 
organizing the  force  upon  lines  suitable  to  the  country,  the  Minister  was  clearly 
within  his  right  in  deciding  what  use  should  be  made  of  it.  The  Government  pro- 
perly looks  to  officers  and  experts  for  advice  and  information,  but  the  Government 
alone  deals  with  schemes  and  policies,  and  alone  determines  on  the  disposal  of  re- 
ports. Military  experts  sometimes  proclaim  their  schemes  to  the  world  regardless 
of  the  use  which  might  be  made  of  them  by  an  enemy  in  the  day  of  war ;  and  this 
was  Lord  Dundonaid's  conspicuous  defect  as  a  military  adviser.  It  is  an  open 
secrt  t  >at  many  plans  fo»  the  improvement  of  the  militia  system  were  being 
considered  and  worked  out  by  other  officers  of  the  department  before  the  advent 
of  Lord  Dundonald,  but  he  was  the  only  officer  so  wanting  in  military  sense  as  to 
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claim  them  for  his  own,  and  rush  them  into  print.  The  Minister  did  not  dissemble 
his  own  view,  for  in  a  letter  of  31st  January,  1903 — written  two  days  after  the 
report  was  received — he  told  Lord  Dundonald  that  there  was  a  very  grave  question 
of  propriety  in  giving  such  a  scheme  to  the  world,  and  that  it  should  be  considered 
as  a  confidential  paper  for  the  information  of  the  Minister  and  the  Cabinet.  Any 
military  man  knows  that  it  is  not  desirable  to  publish  to  the  world  either  your 
strength  or  your  weakness. 

2. — A  second  instance  of  interference  concerns  the  report  of  1903,  portions  of 
which,  Lord  Dundonald  says,  the  Minister  struck  out. 

The  Minister's  answer  in  the  House  of  Commons  shows  that  he  had  gone 
over  the  report  with  the  writer  of  it  and  marked  the  parts  to  which  he  objected. 
Some  of  the  objections  referred  to  documents  which  had  not  been  brought  down 
to  Parliament  and  which  there  was  no  intentipn  to  bring  down ;  and  therefore  the 
Minister  did  not  wish  to  have  references  made  to  them  in  the  report.  Sir 
Frederick  said  : — 

I  pointed  out  to  him  several  instances  in  which  he  had  put  in  his  report  references 
to  matters  which  had  been  before  me — matters  of  detail,  matters  of  routine  in  the  de- 
partment, matters  of  very  trivial  consequence,  and  matters  of  principle  in  which  I  had  differ- 
ed from  him,  and  to  which  I  had  refused  to  give  my  consent.  /  asked  him  if  he  propos- 
ed to  appeal  from  me  to  Parliament  and  the  people  of  the  country.  He  agreed  to  make 
changes;  he  agreed  to  omit  the  portions  of  the  report  to  which  I  objected.  He  took  it 
away  with  him,  and  after  keeping  it  nearly  three  weeks,  sent  it  back. 

But  it  appears  that  the  changes  were  not  made  as  agreed  upon,  and  in  a  let- 
ter of  28th  March,  1904,  the  Minister  informed  Lord  Dundonald  that  he  was  return- 
ing the  report  with  certain  things  omitted,  as  he  proposed  to  have  it  printed  in  his 
own  annual  report.  Lord  Dundonald  says  in  his  manifesto  that  without  reference  to 
him  the  Minister  struck  out  whole  pages  and  separate  paragraphs,  all  of  which  he  . 
had  intended  should  be  made  public.  Yet  his  own  letter  to  the  Minister  of  April  21st 
following  shows  that  he  had  seen  the  report  as  amended.  The  Minister  had  in- 
sisted upon  his  right  as  the  head  of  the  department  to  say  what  should  appear  in 
his  report,  and  according  to  all  good  practice  in  England  and  Canada  he  was  right 
in  so  doing.  The  servant  is  not  greater  than  his  master,  and  in  all  things  Lord 
Dundonald  was  subordinate  to  the  Minister. 

3. — A  third  instance,  refers  to  the  ordnance  corps,  which  Lord  Dundonald 
says  was  to  be  organized  with  a  colonel  and  four  lieutenant-colonels — a  larger  es- 
tablishment than  he  would  have  recommended.  "  But  Sir  Frederick  Borden  was 
anxious  to  have  a  number  of  senior  and  highly  paid  posts." 

The  facts  are  that  the  ordnance  corps  is  the  stores  branch  of  the  militia, 
which  has  existed  since  the  beginning  of  a  militia  force  in  the  country.  It  consists 
of  20  officers  and  86  men.  It  is  a  purely  administrative  body,  scattered  from  one 
side  of  the  Dominion  to  the  other,  and  its  members  are  never  brought  together). 
Consequently  it  is  not  an  over-officered  body  as  intimated  by  Dundonald,  and 
its  reorganisation  has  not  entailed  any  additional  expense.  Contrasted  with  the 
ordnance  corps  is  the  corps  of  guides,  a  pet  organization  of  Lord  Dundonald 's 
which  consists  of  169  officers  and  302  non-commissioned  officers  and  men. 

4. — The  retirement  of  Col.  Gregory  of  the  2nd  Dragoons  is  a  fourth  instance 
of  alleged  interference  on  the  part  of  the  Minister. 

Sir  Frederick  Borden  was  desirous  of  giving  young  men  a  chance 
for  promotion,  and  seven  years  ago  the  Militia  Regulations  were 
amended  by  him  so  as  to  provide  that  after  five  years'  service  the 
term  of  command  should  end  automatically.  Col.  Gregory  had  held  the  com- 
mand of  his  regiment  for  five  years.      He  wanted   an  extension   for  a   further 
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.  period  of  three  years,  and  the  Minister  granted  one  year.  The  second  in  com- 
mand had  been  in  such  poor  health  that  for  three  years  he  had  been  unable  to  attend 
camp  through  loss  of  voice.  A  medical  inquiry  was  suggested  in  his  case,  but  he 
resigned  before  the  end  of  the  year  granted  to  Col.  Gregory,  and  a  capable  officer, 
properly  qualified,  was  promoted  to  his  place.  This  officer  (Major  Glasgow)  was 
fitted  for  the  command,  and  in  the  interest  of  the  corps,  and  for  the  encouragement 
of  all  its  officers  zvho  were  looking  for  promotion  for  faithful  service,  Col.  Gregory 
was  retired  after  an  extension  of  command  for  one  year. 

To  characterize  any  one  of  these  acts  as  an  "  interference  "  by  the  Minister  of 
Militia  is  a  bold  and  reckless  use  of  the  term.  Interference  by  the  Government, 
or  by  any  member  of  the  Government  in  the  public  administration,  is  not  an  under- 
standable offence  to  men  who  know  our  partliamentary  system. 

INDIFFERENCE  TO  THE  WELFARE  OF  THE  FORCE. 

Indifference  of  the  men  who  govern  the  country  to  the  welfare  of  the  force 
is  charged  by  Lord  Dundonald  as  an  evil  of  greater  magnitude  than  interference. 
Want  of  sympathy  with  the  improvement  of  the  militia  is  alleged  in  the  manifesto. 
Sir  Frederick  Borden  has  answered  this  accusation  by  a  statement  of  what  has  been 
done  for  the  service  since  his  term  of  office  began,  and  the  list  is  a  long  one : — 

i.  Annual  drill  for  the  whole  militia  of  the  country. 

2.  Increase  of  pay  to  non-commissioned  officers  and  men  for  good  conduct  and  con- 

tinuous service. 

3.  Limitation  of  the  term  of  commanding  officers  to  five  years,  and  enforcement  of  the 

age  limit,  conducing  to  promotion  in  the  service. 

4.  A  reserve  list  of  officers  established. 

5.  Cadet  corps  and  cadet  battalions  established. 

6.  A  defence  commission  appointed. 

7.  A  general  service  medal  secured  for  men  who  defended  the  country  against  the 

Fenian  invasion. 

8.  Long  service  decoration  secured. 

9.  Higher  qualification  for  officers  required. 

10.  Medical  service  branch  of  the  militia  established. 

11.  A  Military  Pension  Act  passed  by  Parliament. 

12.  A  school  of  musketry  established. 

13.  Rifle  associations  encouraged,  and  large  grants  of  money  made  every  year  for  con- 

structing rifle  ranges. 

14.  A  corps  of  guides  established. 

15.  An  engineering  branch  established. 

16.  The  military  stores  branch  converted  into  the  ordnance  corps. 

17.  A  military  intelligence  corps  organized. 

18.  Capacity  of  the  Dominion  Arsenal  increased  more  than  ten-fold. 

19.  Small  arms  factory  established. 

20.  Factories  for  manufacture  of  wagons,  limbers  for  artillery,  &c,  established. 

This  is  only  a  part  of  the  answer  to  Lord  Dundonald's  charge  of  indifference. 

A  further  answer  is  the  fact  that,  whereas  in  the  last  eight  fiscal  years  of  Conserva- 
tive administration  (1889-1896),  the  expenditure  for  militia  purposes  was  $12,- 
352,561,  it  has  been,  in  the  eight  fiscal  years  of  Liberal  administration  (ending  June, 
1904),  $23,865,563.     The  increase  is  $11,513,002,  or  nearly  100  per  cent. 

DUNDONALD'S  MILITARISM. 

Lord  Dundonald's  notions  of  military  preparations  and  expenditures  are 
Eur*  p  an  not  American.  Ht  is  s<  m  i  h  a  stranger  to  Canadian  ideas,  and  the 
Canadian  1  ystem  of  Government,  as  to  give  the  first  place  to  the  army  and  the  second 
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to  Parliament.  The  public  does  not  know  what  his  schemes  of  expenditure  were, 
nor  how  his  hands  were  crippled  in  endeavors  to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the 
militia,  as  alleged  by  himself — for  his  schemes  are  in  the  confidential  report.  But 
in  a  speech  made  by  Lord  Dundonald,  April  1st,  1903,  he  said: — 

If  $12,000,000  was  provided  at  this  moment,  I  could  not,  with  the  moderate  pro- 
posals I  made,  recommend  us  expenditure  with  advantage  in  a  year.  Such  expenditure 
might  well  be    spread  over  two  or  three  years  on  that  organization. 

This,  then,  was  the  general  idea  which  he  had  in  his  mind  with  regard  to  the 
policy  he  sought  to  impose  on  the  Minister  of  Militia — an  expenditure  of  $12,000,- 
000  in  two  or  three  years  on  capital  account.  But  how  much  more  for  other  pur- 
poses of  organization,  the  public  does  not  know,  except  what  may  be  implied 
in  suggestions  for  improving  the  training  of  the  militia,  supplying  lack  of  arma- 
ment, and  correcting  faults  of  detail.  He  seems  to  have  had  no  thought  on  the 
concerns  of  governments  beyond  that  of  making  Canada  a  military  nation, — and 
taking  her,  as  he  thoughtlessly  said,  out  of  a  position  of  dependency  on  the  for- 
bearance of  others  for  "  integrity  of  territory  and  national  existence,"  and  out  of 
"  living  in  a  fool's  paradise." 

Military  preparation  is  a  rtood  thing/and  Canada  is  doing  her  share  of  it.  But 
the  country  that  is  strong  in  the  day  of  war  is  the  one  that  has  expended  her  super- 
lative energies  on  the  development  of  her  resources,  and  that  is  rich  in  the  means 
which  are  the  sinews  of  war. 

What  Lord  Dundonald  has  said  in  condemnation  of  the  Minister  of  Militia 
for  not  accepting  his  advice  on  short  courses  r.f  instruction  for  field  officers  this 
September,  on  the  purchase  off-hand  of  a  tract  of  land  many  miles  in  extent  for  a 
central  camp,  and  on  the  printing  of  plates  and  letter-press  to  teach  Canadians 
the  latest  ideas  on  felling  trees,  is  scarcely  worthy  of  mention.  The  Minister  has 
declared  himself 'in  favor  of  the  short  courses,  but  he  discovered  that  Dundonald's 
orders  relating  to  them  were  contradictory  of  each  other.  He  is  also  in  favor  of 
a  central  camp,  but  wants  time  to  select  the  most  suitable  locality.  As  for  the 
plates  and  letter-press  of  directions  for  cutting  down  trees,  &c,  the  first  edition 
was  found  to  be  all  wrong,  and  when  a  corrected  edition  was  asked  for  by  Lord 
Dundonald,  the  Minister  considered  that  instruction  of  this  sort  was  rather  super- 
fluous information  for  men  born  in  Canada. 

A      EXTRAORDINARY  STATEMENT. 

0 

Perhaps  the  most  astounding  statement  in  connection  with  Lord  Dundonald's 
case  is  an  utterance  of  his  own,  at  a  demonstration  in  his  honor  in  the  city  of 
Toronto,  on  July  15th,  a  month  after  his  dismissal  from  office.  There,  to  an 
audience  of  several  thousands  of  sympathisers,  he  said  : — 

Gentlemen,  the  most  extraordinary  feature  of  the  controversy  with  regard  to  the  re- 
commendations in  my  report  for  1902  is  the  very  remarkable  fact  that  the  main  features 
and  recommendations  in  it,  so  far  as  paper  organization  is  concerned,  have  already  been 
adopted,  and  are  now  in  force  in  Canada. 

This  is  an  extraordinary  statement,  coming  after  the  speech  at  Montreal  and 
the  manifesto.  It  disposes  of  every  statement  in  the  one  and  in  the  other/ and  is 
a  plain  confession  that  all  the  charges  of  interference  by  politicians,  and  of  indif- 
ference by  the  Minister  and  the  Government,  were  baseless  and  without  any  war- 
rant in  fact. 

A  STRANGER,  AND  WHAT  THE  TERM   IMPLIES. 

Much  has  been  said  and  insinuated  on  the  use  of  a  word  by  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier 
in  his  speech  of  June  10th,  in  the  House  of  Commons.  Here  is  the  statement  as 
reported  in  the  Official  Debates : — 
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Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.— Lord  Dundonald,  in  his  position,  is  chargedj  with  the 
organization  of  the  militia,  but  he  must  take  counsel  here  when  organizing  a  regiment. 
He  is  a  foreigner — no- 
Some  hon.  MEMBERS.— No,  no. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.— I  had  withdrawn  the  expression  before  hon.  gentlemen 
interrupted.     He  is  not  a  foreigner,  but  he  is  a  stranger. 

Some  hon.  MEMBERS.— No. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAURIER.— Yes,  he  does  not  know  the  people  of  the  Bastern  Town- 
ships, where  these  Light  Dragoons  are  to  be  enlisted. 

Referring,  on  June  24th,  to  the  slip  of  the  tongue  in  the  speech  of  June  10th, 
and  the  unkindly  criticism  that  had  been  made  upon  it  in  the  interval,  in  and  out 
of  Parliament,  Sir  Wilfrid  said  he  had  made  use  of  an  expression  which  was  not 
in  his  mind  but  which  came  to  his  lips.  The  word  in  his  mind  was  "  stranger," 
and  was  the  proper  word  as  applied  to  Lord  Dundonald  in  its  connection. 
"  He  does  not  know  the  people  of  the  Eastern  Townships,  where  these  Light 
Dragoons  are  to  be  enlisted." 

British  and  American  authorities  were  quoted  to  show  that  the  right  word  was 
employed  in  its  place,  although  it  was  not  necessary  to  go  out  of  the  House  of 
Commons  for  a  full  justification  of  it.  In  the  Rules  of  the  House,  "  stranger  "  is 
applied  to  any  man  in  the  galleries  who  is  not  a  Member  of  the  House;  and  a 
Member  has  only  to  call  the  Speaker's  attention  to  the  presence  of  "  strangers  " 
to  cause  the  galleries  to  be  cleared  forthwith.  Then,  in  the  Post  Office  of  the 
House,  separated  from  the  Chamber  by  a  corridor,  the  brass  plates  on  the  letter 
boxes  are  labelled  respectively:  "  Canada/'  and  "Foreign  Etranger."  Into  one 
of  the  boxes  is  dropped  all  letters  for  Canada,  and  into  the  other  all  letters  for 
countries  outside  of  Canada,  including  the  British  Islands;  and  this  classification  is 
as  old  as  the  Parliament  Buildings.  "  Foreign  "  in  English  is  "  Etranger '  in 
French.  And  is  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier,  whose  mother  tongue  is  French — with  the 
culture  that  is  his,  and  the  life  that  is  behind  him — to  be  condemned  for  a  slip  of 
the  tongue,  which  he  himself  was  the  first  to  notice,  and  which  he  instantly  cor- 
rected? Is  disloyalty  to  be  imputed  in  Canada  for  such  a  cause  ?  Speaking  of 
himself  personally,  as  he  rarely  does,  Sir  Wilfrid  addressed  to  the  House,  and  to 
the  Members  of  it  who  misrepresented  him,  these  words : — 

I  wish  to  say  to  these  gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  whom  I  see  before 
me,  and  who  call  me  to  account  for  having  had  the  misfortune, — nay,  not  the  misfor- 
tune, but  the  mere  accident  of  a  slip  of  the  tongue — I  say  to  them :  Let  he  who  is  with- 
out sin  cast  the  first  stone.  Sir,  I  have  been  told  that  my  meaning  was  contemplated, — 
was  offensive  and  insulting.  I  have  been  in  this  House  for  many  years.  I  have  seen 
some  of  the  veterans  of  former  combats  pass  away.  I  have  been  engaged  in  combats 
with  some  of  them.  I  have  fought  a  good  many  hard  struggles.  But  I  am  not  con- 
scious, in  all  the  years  of  my  life,  in  all  the  struggles  in  which  I  have  been  engaged  with 
gentlemen  on  the  other  side  of  the  House,  I  am  not  conscious  that  I  ever  deliberately 
use4  an  offensive  word  towards  any  man  or  any  class.  I  never  sought  a  fight,  but  I  was 
never  afraid  of  a  fight.  Whenever  Ithad  to  fight,  I  think  it  will  be  admitted  by  friend 
and  foe  that  I  always  fought  with  fair  weapons.  I  have  been  told  today,  on  the  floor 
of  this  House  twice,  that  when  I  used  the  word  "  foreigner  "  there  was  in  my  heart  a 
sinister  motive, — there  was  in  my  heart  a  feeling  which  found  expression.  Sir,  I  have 
only  this  to  say.  I  disdain  to  make  reply  to  such  an  insinuation.  If  sixty  years  of  what 
I  believe  after  all  to  be  an  honorable  life,  a  life  which  has  certainly  been  one  of  loyal 
devotion  to  British  institutions,  is  not  a  sufficient  answer  to  such  an  insinuation,  I  will 
not  attempt  to  make  an  answer. 

H 


OPINION   IN  THE  BRITISH   PARLIAMENT. 

Speaking  on  the  Dundonald  matter  in  the  British  Parliament,  July  19th,  1904, 
Winston  Churchill  said : — 

Whatever  might  have  been  Lord  Dundonald 's  motives,  no  one  could  deny  that  he 
was  at  present  being  exploited  by  the  Opposition  in  Canada  for  party  purposes.  .  . 
It  seemed  on  the  face  of  it  a  matter  for  the  grave  consideration  of  the  House,  that  an 
officer  who  went  to  Canada  as  the  King's  officer  should  be  the  principal  figure  at  a  meet- 
ing (Toronto)  where  the  King's  Minister  was  the  subject  of  a  hostile  demonstration. 
The  Government  ought  to  be  grateful  to  Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier.  In  the  long  course  of  the 
last  eight  or  nine  years,  when  very  difficult  and  delicate  situations  had  arisen,  Stir  Wilfrid 
Laurier,  by  his  tact,  skill  and  loyalty,  had  been  of  incomparable  value  to  the  Empire. 

And  speaking  on  the  same  occasion,  the  Rt.  Hon.  H.  O.  Arnold- Foster, 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  said : — 

Sir  Wilfrid  Laurier  has  shown  himself  the  truest  and  most  distinguished  friend  of 
the  Empire  in  the  time  of  her  troubles.  .  I  can  assure  the  House  that  no  represen- 
tation of  a,ny  sort  or  kind  has  keen  made  by  the  Canadian  Government  concerning  Dun- 
donald's  conduct,  and  the  Government  of  that  colony  is  uncommonly  well  able  to  look 

after  itself This  majtter  has  been  dealt  with  throughout,  I  believe,  patiently 

and  reasonably  by  the  War  0\  :e.  We  have  demanded  information,  and  we  have  acted 
on  that  information.  Long  before  the  hon.  member  (Mr.  Lloyd  George)  gave  notice 
to-day,  the  War  Office  had  takeli  action  in  this  matter.  We  informed  Lord  Dundonald 
that  we  considered  it  was  not  desirable  that  he  should  continue  to  take  part  in  public 
discussions  in  Canada,  and  we  requested  Lord  Dundonald  to  return,  in  order  to  give  an 

account  of  what  had  taken  place /  have  instructed  Lord  Dundonald  to  return 

home,  and  I  have  also  instructed  him  not  to  take  any  further  part  in  what  appeared  tk> 
be  a  political  and  controversial  discussion. 

These  are  the  opinions  of  Conservative  leaders  in  England. 

To  exploit  Lord  Dundonald  for  party  purposes,  as  Winston  Churchill  said, 
has  been  the  one  moving  cause  of  the  demonstrations  engineered  by  the  Conserva- 
tive politicians  in  Canada ;  and  Lord  Dundonald  has  been  vain  enough  to  place  his 
person  in  their  hands  to  be  used  by  them  for  party  ends,  against  the  King's  regu- 
lations and  the  cabled  order  to  him  of  the  British  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

Was  it  loyalty  in  Lord  Dundonald  to  disobey  the  King's  regulations  and  his 
Minister's  order  ?  Was  it  loyalty  to  encourage  a  man  in  an  act  of  such  disobedi^ 
ence  ?  Let  the  Conservatives  of  Canada  answer  to  their  King  and  country  before 
imputing  disloyaty  to  the  eminent  Canadian  who,  in  the  view  of  English  statesmen, 
has  been  of  incomparable  value  to  the  Empire  by  his  tact,  skill  and  loyalty  in  diffi- 
cult and  delicate  situations,  and  who  has  shown  himself  the  truest  and  most  distin- 
guished friend  of  the  Empire  in  the  time  oT  her  troubles. 


Lord  Dundonald  went  to  Montreal  for  the  very  purpose  of  bringing 
on  this  scandal.  Therefore  there  was  nothing  to  do  but  what  we  did. 
For  our  course  we  have  abundance  of  authority  in  the  Mother  Country  .  .  . 
I  am  free  to  say,  even  at  this  moment,  after  all  the  painful  explanations 
we  have  had,  after  the  indiscretions  committed  by  Lord  Dundonald,  that 
for  my  part  I  look  back  with  extreme  regret  upon  the  lack  of  judgment 
which  has  impelled  Lord  Dundonald  so  far  to  forget  himself,  so  far  to 
forget  his  position,  so  far  to  forget  what  was  due  to  himself  and  to  his 
command,  as  to  take  the  course  he  did.  But  law  must  be  maintained  ;  law 
exists  for  everybody,  military  law  as  well  as  civil  law ;  and  military  law 
ought  to  be  observed  above  all  others  by  the  General  who  is  at  the  head  of 
the  Militia.     RT.  HON.  SIR  WILFRID  LAURIER. 
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